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| Current Topics. 
The Arbitration Treaty with America. 

In the 7imes of the 7th inst. is published a very full summary 
| of the Anglo-American Arbitration Treaty which has now been 
signed by representatives of both countries. The Treaty, how- 
ever, has yet to be ratified, and ratification on the part of the 
United States is not so certain as ratification by Great Britain. 
Even if and when the Treaty is ratified, any agreement under it 
to refer a dispute to arbitration must, if the dispute concerns 
one of the selt-governing dominions of the British Empire, also 
be concurred in by the Government of the dominion concerned. 
The Treaty will also be. terminable by twenty-four months’ 
written notice on either side. It will thus be seen that there 
are a good many contingencies to be taken into account in 
perusing the text of the ‘Treaty now signed. The scope and 
object of the Treaty are well stated in the preamble. It is 
there recited that “for the first time there are no 
important questions of difference outstanding between ” 
| America and Great Britain, and the present Treaty is intended 

“to provide a means for the peaceful solution of all questions 
| of ditference which it may be found impossible in future to 
| settle by diplomacy.” Tbe important word here is, of course, 
the word “all,” exceptions contained in previous arbitration 
treaties being no longer excepted from the present one. This is 
a tardy recognition of the fact that questions of honour are as 
little suited as questions of rights of fishery to the decision of arms. 
‘The enormous importance of the successful issue of the negotiations 
in a finally ratified Arbitration Treaty between Great Britain 
and the United States is rendered even more momentous by the 
| fact that, according as this Treaty is, or is not ratified, so will be 
| the result with respect to a similar Treaty between the United 
States and France; and if both are ratified, there seems some 
prospect of a Treaty being concluded between the United 





States and Japan. 


| President Taft. 

IN CONNECTION with the Anglo-American Arbitration Treaty 
| for which President Tarr has been largely responsible, we may 
| notice that the current number of the Journal of the Society of 
| Comparative Legislation has for its frontispiece a portrait of the 


42 





710 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








Aug. 12, tort. 








President, and it also contains a sketch of his life by Mr. R. 
NEWTON CRANE. Of the twenty-six presidents prior to President 
TAFT, eighteen, says Mr. Crane, had been practising lawyers at 
some time during their career before attaining that high office, 
but none of them had been so thoroughly identified with the 
law, or had attained such distinction in its practice or in its 
administration, as the present incumbent of the White House. 
He was born in 1857, and graduated at Yale in 1878. In 1880 
he was admitted to the Ohio Bar through the Cincinnati Law 
School. 
prosecuting attorney of his county. At the age of thirty he was 
elected judge of the Superior Court of Cincinnati, and after 
three years resigned that office to become Solicitor-General of 
the United States. In 1892 he resumed judicial office as United 
States Circuit Judge of the district comprising Kentucky, 
Michigan, Ohio, and Tennessee. Mr. Crane describes him 
as an ideal judge. He enjoyed his judicial life, and would 


have been content to remain on the bench, but President 
McKINLEY saw in him the executive ability necessary for 
reorganising the administration of the Philippines. He was 


made President of the Philippine Commission, and subsequently, 
under President RoosEveLT, became the first civil governor of 
the Philippine Islands. On his return to the United States he 
declined an appointment to the Supreme Court, and was engaged 
in various administrative and diplomatic capacities until his 
election to the Presidency in 1908. According to Mr. CRANE, 
the President is too great a man to be a good politician 
“Only a small proportion of those wh» ‘ boss’ primaries, and 
arrange and manipulate nominating conventions will be able to 
appreciate the far-seving statesmanehip which underlies the 
President's proposal to control and regulate private corporations 
by the Federal Government, to extend the Interstate Commerce 


Acts, to establish courts dealing directly with such commerce, 
to secure reciprocity between the United States and Canada, 
and, most important of all, to provide a general international 


arbitration treaty.” It remains to be seen whether these causes, 
which appeal to what is best in the United States and abroad, 
will prove superior to baser influences 


The Case of Miss Malecka. 

WE REFERRED some weeks ago to the case of Miss MALECKA, 
who was born and long resided in this country, and was well 
known at Sydenham as a pianist of culture and ability. In 
Warsaw she bas been imprisoned on some undefined charge or 
suspicion of plotting against the Russian Government, and “alter 
more than four months’ detention appears to be as far as ever 
from being brought to trial, Mr. MORRELL and others have | 
made strong efforts to secure her return to this country ; but Sir 
EpWARD Grey has allowed himself to be put off with le gal 
subtleties, and the negotiations between him and the R ssian 
Government are proceeding as though this was a matter of 
mere diplomatic routine and there was no strong feeling of 
indignation at the back of Mr. MorreLw’s efforts. The latest 
reply from the Russian Government contains the statement that, 
under our own Naturalization Act of 1870, no person can be validly 
naturalized as a British subject, in so far as that person’s 
country of origin is concerned, if such naturalization is contrary 
to the law of that country. Perh: aps the reference is to section 
7, under which a naturalized British subject is not, when within 
the limits of his former country, to be deemed to be a British 
subject unless he has ceased to be a subject of that state in 
pursuance of the laws thereof. Possibly this would make Miss 
MALECKA a Russian subject by descent in Russia ; but it is 
extremely unsatisfactory that a ae born and brought up in 
this country should be exposed by such subtleties to the pro- 
cedure and punishment which await political suspects in Russia. 
Until the charge against her is formulated it is safe to doubt 
whether there is anything in it. We hope that before Parliament 
rises Sir Epwarpd GREY will be able to shew that he has been 
more successful in dealing with the matter. 


Valuation for Increment Value Duty and 
Purchasers. 
WE PRINT elsewhere an interesting letter relating t> valua- 
tion for the purpose of increment value duty in cases where a 


He started as a law reporter, and then became assistant 





| sale takes place before the original site value of the land has 
‘been ascertained. The sale constitutes an “ occasion” on which 
the duty becomes payable, and in strictness there should be an 
ascertainment of the original site value and also of the site value 
at the time of sale. The former value would be ascertained in 
accordance with the particulars furnished by the vendor in 
filling up form 4; the latter value would be ascertained under 
section 2 (2) of the Finance Act, 1910, by starting with the 
value of the consideration and then making the deductions required 
to reduce total value to site value. But our correspondents 
suggest that in the case to which their letter refers, and 
| probably in the majority of cases in which the property 
is sold before the original site value has been dealt with, 
ithe valuers will treat the original value and the value on 
sale as identical. ‘The vendor thus ceases to be interested in the 
original valuation, and it is obvious that the purchaser should be 
mate a party to it. This, it appears, is conceded by the 
authorities, who have intimated to our correspondents that both 
the provisional and occasional valuations will be served on the 
vendor and the purchaser, and, as our correspondents point out, 
this will in effect substitute the purchaser for the vendor as 
the person who, if necessary, will contest the valuation. How 
the valuation will in fact be made is a matter on which there 
is at present, so far as we are aware, too little material to form 
an opinion, Our correspondents describe the operations 
prescribed by sections 2 and 25 of the Act for arriving at site 
value from the purchase price and from total value as nothing but 
a verbal juggle. They are at least a very complicated playing 
with figures, and the result may or may not have any practical 
relation to the value of the site. But if valuers are, in fact, 
able to deal in any satisfactory manner with the deductions 
prescribed by section 25—that is, in any manner which is not 
mere guess work—it is better to take an actual purchase price 
as the starting point than to work on a hypothetical original 
site value. As regards the question of appeals which our 
correspondents raise, it seems clear that section 33 allows 
appeals against occ asional as well as original valuations. This 
follows from the words “ or against the amount of any assess- 
ment of duty under this part of this Act”; and under the 
circumstances stated by our correspondents the purchaser, if 
to contest the valuation, seems to be a “ person 
aggrieved” so as to be entitled to appeal. This, in effect, is 
admitted by the Inland Revenue authorities in serving him 
with notice of the provisional valuation. 


he wishes 





| The New Land Valuation Instructions, 

IN CONNECTION with the question raised by the letter 
| referred to above it is interes ting to notice the instructions which 
| have been issued by the Inland Revenue Department to valuers 
1910, with reference to the ascertainment 
These have just been issued as a 
| Parliamentary paper, and will be found printed elsewhere. 
According to the instructiuns, which appear to be confined to 
occasions arising on sale, the valuer is im the first instance to 
ascertain the value of the fee simple on the basis of the value of 
the consideration. This is what he is directed to do by section 
2 of the Act. He is then, by an independent calculation and 
without being necessarily bound by the actual consideration 
paid, to ascertain the gross value, at the time when the occasion 
arises, in accordance with the definition in section 25 (1); and 
he is also, by an independent calculation, and without being 
nece sesarily bound by the actual consideration, to ascertain the 
full site value as defined by section 25 (2). It is not apparent 
at first sight, why these values should be independently 
ascertained under section 25, since that section relates to the 
original assessment of site value, and the assessment on the 
ovcasion ” under section 2 is to be based on the actual considera- 
tion. Probably the explanation is that the calculations must be 
made under section 25 in order to obtain the difference between 
gross value and full site value, which is the first deduction to be 
made in arriving at site value from total value. This is 4 
result of the clumsy manner in which section 25 was drafted, 
and which there has hitherto been no attempt to rectify. It is 
claimed for the method prescribed by the instructions that it 
secures that the transferor will not be called upon to pay 


under the Finance Act, 
of site value on “ occasions.” 
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increment value duty in respect of any recovery in the value of 
buildings. This may be so, but the reason. does not lie on the 
surface. The whole business of land valuation is, under the 
provisions of the Act, a matter of complexity as well as of uncer- 
tainty, and the instructions do not seom to improve matters. 


The Public Trustee and Small Administrations. 


A QUESTION of some importance under the Public Trustee 
Act, 1906, has been decided by Eve, J., in Ke Deveraua, 
reported elsewhere. Section 3 of the Act which regulates the 
functions of the public trustee in regard to the administration of 
small estates, provides that any person who would be entitled to 
apply to the court for an order for the administration by the 
court of an estate, the gross capital value of which is less than 
£1,000, may apply to the public trustee to administer the 
estate ; and where any such application is made, and it appears 
to the public trustee that the persons beneficially entitled are 
persons of small means, the public trustee shall administer the 
estate, unless he sees good reason for refusing to do so. In Le 
Deveraux, the learned judge held that this section relates only 
to the administration of the estates of deceased persons, not to 
the execution of trusts created by settlements; and hence it 
does not authorize the public trustee to assume the 
administration of trusts generally where the trust premises are 
of less value than £1,000 and the beneficiaries are persons of 
small means. This rendered it necessary to determine whether 
in small administrations within the section the value of the 
estate is to be taken at the date of death, or subsequently 
when it may have been diminished by partial distribution. 








In Re Deveraur the estate of an intestate was originally £1,280 

and was divisible into five shares, each share being about £230 
net. Three shares had been distributed, and £460, in which | 
infants were interested and which bad been invested in Consols, | 
remained to be distributed. A guardian of the infants entitled | 
to one share requested the public trustee to undertake the 

administration, but the fund being now less than £1,000 it was 

doubtful whether he could do so. The section does not give any 

very clear indication as to the date at which the £1,000 limit is 
to be applied, but upon the language as a whole Eve, J., arrived | 
at the conclusion that the date is not the date of death of the | 
deceased person, but the date when request is made to the public 
trustee to undertake the administration. Hence he was compe- 
tent to undertake it in the present case. 


Registration of Surnames as Trade-Marks. 


THE CASE of Re Application of Pope's Electric Lamp Co., before 
WARRINGTON, J. (7imes, July 28th), is a case prime impressionis 
and of great importance to owners of trade-marks. Substantially, 
the question raised, and decided by WARRINGTON, J., in the 
negative, is—Can the owner of goods in respect of which trade- 
marks may be registered, register his own or any other surname 
as a trade-mark? The application was by the company fora 
declaration that the word ‘“ Pope ” was to be-deemed a distinctive 
mark within section 9, para. 5, of the Trade Marks Act, 1905, 
the mark being intended to be used in respect of incandescent 
electric lamps. WARRINGTON, J., came to the conclusion that | 
the surname “ Pope” was not “adapted to distinguish the goods | 
of the proprietor of the trade-mark,” and that even bad it been 
so adapted, the order asked for should not be made, on/| 
the ground that if such an order were made, “it 
would be the duty of the Court, in nearly all cases of 
manufacturers of well-known goods in common use, to direct 
registration of the name as a trade-mark. This could not have 
been the intention of the Act, in view of the provisions as to 
surnames in sub-sections 1 and 4 of section 9.” It may be 
suggested that it would not be difficult to take a different view 
of section 9. The section enacts that a registrable trade-mark 
must contain at least one of five named sets of particulars. 
No. 1 is the name of a company, individual, or firm represented 
in a special manner. No. 4 is a word having no direct reference 
to the character or quality of the goods, but not a geographical 
name or a surname. No. 5is: ‘“ Any other distinctive mark, | 
but a name, signature, or word or words, cther than such as | 
fall within the descriptions in the above paragraphs [1-4] shall | 





not, except by order of the Board of Trade or the Court, be deemed 
a distinctive mark.” The section then, after defining “distinctive” 
as “ adapted to distinguish ” goods of different owners, proceeds : 
“In determining whether a trade-mark is so adapted, the tribunal 
may, in the case of a trade-mark in actual use, take into considera- 
tion the extent to which such user has rendered such trade-mark 
in fact distinctive for the goods with respect to which it is regis- 
tered or proposed to be registered.” WARRINGTON, J., seems to 
have held that some surnames, other than the one before him—, 
“Pope”—might be considered as “adapted to distinguish’ 
goods. But thé second ground of his decision—on the assump- 
tion that the surname then before him was “distinctive ”"—was 
perfectly general, and laid down a definite rule as to surnames 
of all kinds. It may be pointed out that there is nothing in the 
terms of the section to justify any such special treatment of sur- 
names. If any name or word, even a geographical name or 
a surname, has been made distinctive by user, the extent to 
which this has been done must be taken into consideration. 
The use of the word “may” in the clause of section 9 dealing 
with this point does not appear to mean more than that proper 
judicial discretion is to be exercised. But WARRINGTON, J., 
appears to lay down the general principle that no surname can 
be registered as a trade-mark, unless it falls under paragrsph 1 
of section 9 and is “represented in a special or particular 
manner.” It is submitted, with deference, that no such general 
principle can be extracted from the language of section 9. 


Construction of Grants from the Crown. 


CASES IN the courts of the oversea dominions, and on appeal 
to the Privy Council, are often of considerable interest and 
utility to English lawyers in bringing to their notice old half- 
forgotten rules of the common law. Such a case is the recent 
appeal of Vancouver City v. Vancouver Lumber Co, (Times, July 26th), 
from one of the Canadian courts—the Court of Appeal for British 
Columbia—in which the title to five acres of land was in dispute. 
The old common law rule in the present instance is one 
relating to the construction of grants from the Crown, and 
the case cited as authority for the rule is Alcock v. Cooke (5 Bing., 
340). The rule of law for which it was cited is this: A grant 
by the Crown which is wholly or in part inconsistent with a 
previous grant is held to be absolutely void, unless the previous 
grant is recited in it, subject to the qualification that if 
the subject to whom the later grant is made had no actual 
or constructive notice of the previous grant, the second grant 
will be good to the extent to which it may be consistent 
with the first grant, though void as to the rest. The rule 
arises out of a duty which the law casts upon the subject 
of making known any previous inconsistent grant of which 
he may himself have notice, and if he neglects this duty he 
is held to have deceived the King when accepting the grant, and 
so takes nothing by it (see Laws of England, Vol. VI., p. 482). 
It would appear, further, from Alcock v. Cooke that, as grants from 
the Crown are nearly always recorded formally, it would be 
difficult for a subject successfully to plead want of constructive 
notice under ordinary circumstances. However, in the present 
case before the Judicial Committee, the appellants failed 
on the ground that the rule in Aleck v. Cooke did not apply 
owing to there being no evidence of the respondents having 


| notice of the alleged prior grant. The competing titles to the 


land in dispute arose respectively under an Order in Council 
of 1887, under which the appellants claimed, and a lease from the 
Crown of 1899. As the Judicial Committee were also of opinion 
that no rights at all passed to the appellants under the grant 
of 1887, the case might perhaps bave been decided without 
reference to the com non law rule at all. 








A change has come over the housing conditions in the borough of 
Stepney. In 1901 it was difficult to abate overcrowding, and it was 
almost impossible to get a house without paying a premium, which was 
called ‘‘key money.” In 1904 the number of empty houses was ab 
normal and the number was on the increase until 1908. In his report 
to the Stepney Borough Council Dr. Thomas, the medical officer of 
health, states that rents have begn so reduced that families which in 
1901 could not afford to rent two rooms are now able to rent three or 
more at the same price, F 











Aug. 12, 1911. 


~ 


712 THE SOL ICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








| This was fora longer term than the original lease, but in other 


T he Validity of Titles under | respects the two instruments were the same. (GEORGE SPOONER 
> a struck out the word “ pork,” in the phrase “ other than that of a 
I urchasers W ithout N otice. pork butcher” in the covenant referred to above; the land- 


It is a familiar principle of equity that a purchaser with notice lo d aecepted the alteration and the lease was executed. Thus, 
of an equitable interest in the property is bound by that interest, (FEORGE SPOONER obtained a lease under which, so far as the lanc- 
notwithstanding that he is a purchaser for value ; but if he takes lord was concerned, he was free to carry on the business of a 
the legal estate without notice, actual or constructive, then he| general butcher, and this he proceeded to do. The shop was 
can successfully defend himself against the assertion of the | first closed by IsAac Spooner, and shortly afterwards reopened 
equity by the plea of purchase for value without notice And | by GEORGE SPOONER as a general butcher’s shop. The ques 
from this has been deduced the further rule that a purcbaser for | tions in the action were whether ISAAC SPOONER was liable on 
value without notice can make a good title to a subsequent pur his covenants in the assignment of No. 170 to the plaintiff, and 
chaser with notice—a rule introduced in the interest of the first | Whether Grorce Spooner had acquired No. 137 free from 
purchaser in order to make the property saleable in his hands the covenant in that assignment against carrying on the business 
“Tt is certainly the rule of this court,” said Lord HAkpwicke, | of an ordinary butcher. 

C., in Lawther vy. Carlton (2 Atk. p. 242), “that a person who is The case was tried before Scrutron, J., and as regards the 
& purchaser with notice himself from a person who bought with- | father he had no difficulty in deciding that there had been a 
out notice may shelter himeelf under the first purchaser, or | breach of his covenants to use his best endeavours to promote 


otherwise it would very much clog the sale of estates.” This | the business at No. 170, and not to assist any person to obtain 
consequential rule bas been recently applied by the Court of | any interest in the trade of a butcher within three miles of 
Appeal in Wilkes vy. Spooner (1911, 2 1K. B. 473), under some-| those premises, and he assessed the damages at £60. This was 
what special circumstances, to the case of restrictive covenants. |on the footing that the injunction which he was about to 


The rule enunciated by Lord HAkpwicke was more fully | grant against the son in respect of No. 137 would stand. If it 
- 


stated by Fry, J., in AMorney-(h lev. Dh phated Guano sho ild be dissolved by the Court of Appeal, the damages against 
Company (11 Ch. D., p. 334): § I conceive that when A buys the father would be greater, and in that event they were assessed 
withovt notice and sells to B. who has notice. B can hold free|at £200. <As against the son, Scrutron, J., held that the 
of the notice. That is well ascertained law with regard to | restrictive covenant was operative. It is well settled that a 
mortgages, and if it applies to one kind of incumbrance, it must | restrictive covenant creates an equitable interest in the land of 
of | the nature of a negative easement, and this interest binds all 
that law is evident. If it were not so, the right of the person | persons taking the land other than purchasers for value who tak: 
who purchased without notice would be limited, for his market | the legal estate without notice : Loudon and South Wi 

would be limited.’ And subsequently, in Actt lv. Watson \ Ra 1 v. (romin (20 Ch. D. p- 583); Re Nishet nd 
(21 Ch. D., p. 707), the same learned judge observed that a Potts’ Contract (1906, 1 Ch. 386); and the learned judge, 
bond fide purchaser tor value without notice had a right to have after referring to these cases, pointed ont that the covenant 
the whole world as purchasers from him; he had a right, there-| was not got rid of by the surrender of the lease of 
fore, to convey, even to a person cognizant of the infirmity of No. 137, \ surrender operates between the parties to it as an 
his title, any legal or equitable interest which he had acquired. extinguishment of the interest surrendered, but it does not so 
The only exception to the rule is, in the language of Jesset, | operate as to third persons who at the time of the surrender 
M.R., in Ba Case (14 Ch. D., p. 445), “that which prevents | have rights which such extinguishment would destroy ; as to 
a trustee buying back property which he has sold, or a fraudulent | them the surrender operates only as a grant subject to their 
man who has acquired property by fraud saying he sold it to a | rights, and the interest surrendered is dee omed to continue so far 
Those | as nece ssary for the pr: Ss ‘rvation of their rights ° Doe d, Beadon ¥ 


equally apply to another kind of incumbrance. The reason 


hona fide pure haser without notice, and has got it back again 


are cases which shew that a person shall not take advantage of | Pyle (5 M. and S., p. 154). Hence it follows that the equitable 
his own wrong In the result the rule is universal, save | interest existing in leasehold premises by reason of a restrictive 


where it would enable an original vendor, whose conduct in the; covenant before surrender will also —s +h to them after 
sale was morally blameworthy, to get the property back again | surrender: /iggolt v. Stratton (1 D. F. and J. 33); and on this 
free from equitable claims. ground Scrutron, J., held that the restrictive covenant was 
The present case of VW v. S wr (supra) related to a} still operative as regards No. 137 notwithstanding the surrender 
restrictive covenant affecting a shop at 137, High Street, East | of the lease, and he granted an injunction against GEORGE 
Ham. Previously to August, 1908, the defendant Isaac | SPOONER. 
SPOONER was in occupation of the premises under a lease for Against this decision GEORGE SPOONER — and on the 
twenty-one years from the 29th of September, 1903, by which | appe: al the point was taken that the landiord of No. 137 became, 
he had covenanted not to carry on therein any noisy or offensive | on the surrender of the lease, a pure ‘haser for value of the lease- 
trade other than that of a pork butcher. He was also in| bold interest witout notice of the restrictive covenant, and was 
occupation under a ditlerent landlord of a shop, 170, High Street, | thereupon able to grant a new lease free from the covenant to 
in which he carried on the business of a general butcher. On | GreorGe Srooner, notwithstanding that the latter had notice of 
the 3lst of August, 1908, he assigned the latter business and | the covenant. This argument does not seem to hive been 
also his leasehold interest in the premises, tothe plaintiff; and | raised before SCRUTTON, J., but in the Court of Appeal it was 
by the deed of assignment he covenanted to use his best | regarded as conclusive. An attempt was made on behalf of the 
plaintifl to show that the landlord ought to have made inquiries 
any other ige to carry on the business of a butcher within | as to whether the lessee bad entered into any covenants, or done 
three miles of 170, High Street, and in particular that he would | anything with regard to the premises which might operate as a 
not deal in butcher’s meat at 137, High Street, in connection | burden on them. But as FARWELL, L.J., pointed out, it was not 
with his pork butcher's business there. In 1909 he was , incumbent on him to make any such inquiry, and it need not 
desirous of yiving up the latter business, and h¢ proposed to| have been answered if made: Jie Ford and Hill (10 Ch. DV. 


endeavours to promote the business assigned, and not to assist 


transfer it to his son, the defendant GEORGE SPOONER : but instead | 365). Consequently the landlord had no_ constructive 
. assigning it with the leasehold interest as in the case of No. | notice of the existence of the covenant, and since he had no actu: il 

170, he arranged with the landlord that the lease should be | notice the case fell within the principle stated above. ‘When 
surrendered, and a new lease granted to his son. This was | once,” said FARWELL, L.J., “ the land got into the lessor’s hands, 


done after the son bad taken leval advice as to the position in| be was free to deal with it, and to demise it free from any 
which he would be with re pect to the restrictive covenant | restrictive covenant to a person who wisbed to purchase or take 
entered into with the plaintiff, and apparently it was done with | a lease of it though such person had notice.” Consequently the 
the object of freeing the premises from the covenant \ draft of | injunction against the son was dissolved. The result constitutes 
anew lease was avapuaed and submitted to G KORGE SPOONER. | an interesting application of the rule in question, though in 
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the opinion of VaucHaN WittiAms, L.J., who concurred in it, } No doubt the notion is (or has been) prevalent that ona sale the 


a wrong was plainly done to the p'aintiff. 





Correspondence. 


Vendor and Purchaser—Increment Value Duty. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—You may think the following correspondence, which has 
recently taken place between the Land Values Department and our- 
selves, of interest to your readers :— 

“The Secretary, Land Values Department, 
Somerset House, W.C. 
w—- Honse. 

“ Sir,—-Our client Col, M has recently purchased the above 
ey from Mrs. C and particulars eee been delivered 
vy her with a view to payment of the increment value duty thereby 
arising. 

The vendor states that Form 4 was filled up and returned by 
her, but that no provisional valuation has been served on her for 
original site value, and she is unable to give us particulars of her 
return or to state to whom it was sent 

Our client is now the actual owner of the property, and prospec 
tively liable for the duty on the next occasion for taxation. As the 
amount of this duty depends on the site values to be fixed as on the 
original valuation and on the valuation for the recent sale, he claims, 
if not an ‘owner’ within the meaning of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 
1910, to be a person interested in both valuations. 

We shall be glad to hear that in due course we shall have proper 





notice accordingly of all proceedings taken for the valuations in 


question. 

In the meantime we have to request that we may be furnished 
with a copy of the return made by Mrs, C as above mentioned 
and of any other returns or correspondence affecting the valuations. 

We are, &e.’ 

This was acknowledged by Somerset House, and replied to by the 
District Valuer as follows : 

W House. 

“ Sirs, 
has been sent on to me, If you obtain authority from Mrs, C— 
authorizing me to send you copy of Form 4 1 will do so. 

A copy of the provisional valuation as at April, 1909, will even 
tually te served upon the freeholder. Lam, ce. 

The requisite authority having been obtained and forwarded, a 

copy of Form 4 as filled up and returned was at length sent as 
pases. It may be mentioned incidentally, that, as might have 
een expected, the return, made without professional assistance, was 
inaccurate in more than one respect. The omission of all reference 
to an elaborate set of restrictive covenants, the intention of which 
was certainly to enhance the value of the property, was the most 
important. 

In reply to further letters the District Valuer writes as follows : 

“Dear Sirs,—In reply to your letter of the 25th inst. the pro 
visional valuation will be served on the vendor and purchaser. 

Iam, &ec.” 

“Dear Sirs,—In reply to your latter of the 28th inst., 1 beg to 
inform you that both the provisional and occasional valuations will 
be served on the vendor and purchaser. Iam, &e.” 

Probably in the present case, as in the immense majority of cases 
where property is sold before the original site value has been dealt 
with, the valuer has decided to treat the original values and the 
values on sale as identical. That being so, it is only simple justice 
to the purchaser that he should be made a party to the valuation. 
There being ex hypothe: no increment on the occasion of the sale, 
the vendor could not be charged with any duty, and it would be 
quite immaterial to him whether the site value was put high or low. 

t would, of course, be the interest of the Commissioners to put it 
low, and equally that of the purchaser to see that it isnot unduly 
depreciated. It is therefore satixfactory to find that a procedure is 
being adopted which in such cases seems practically to substitute the 
purchaser for the vendor as the party to be served. 

It would be interesting to know whether this procedure is to be 
adopted in cases where the original site value has already been fixed, 
or where it is contemplated that it may be fixed independently of the 
value on the sale. In such a case, if both vendor and purchaser are 
to be served with the sale valuation, the result will not be so satis 
factory. It will obviously be the vendor's object to put the site 
value low and equally that of the purchaser to put it high. The 


official valuer will be master of the situation, and be glad to get the | 
| more so than some of them. 


purchaser to back him up in extorting duty on increment, however 
imaginary, from the vendor. 


Your letter to the Secretary, Land Values Department, 


price paid will obviate any question as to value ; but everyone who 
has studied sections 2 and 25 of the Act must be aware that, except 
in the case of bare land, the supposed derivation of site value from 
price, as well as that from original total valuc, is nothing but a 
verbal juggle. In one case as in the other the only effective material 
provided by the Act for calculating site value is the assumption or 
series Of assumptions which the valuer may choose to adopt as to 
the various circumstances under which the land may be taken to be 
denuded. 

In the recent debate in Committee, the Solicitor-General expressed 
his opinion that the valuation provisions, at least as regards appeals, 
were applicable to occasional as well as to original values. 

Does this view extend to the intervention of persons interested ? 
If so, it may well be claimed that on an ordinary sale, if the occa- 
sional valuation has not already been made, the purchaser is as much 
interested in it as the vendor, 2. @& i 

Aug. 2 

[See observations under the head of “ Current Topics.” 


-Ep. S.J.) 


The Lord Chancellor’s Speech on Land Transfer. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Your correspondent “Gray’s Inn,” in his letter under the 
above heading, in your issue of 29th July, aptly describes the Lord 
Chancellor's tirade against solicitors as uncalled for and unjust 

The Lord Chancellor was obviously the mouthpiece of third 
parties ; some of them connected, no doubt, with the Land Registry, 
others imbued with a desire to divert public attention from the 
land taxes and increased stamp duties, which are a real clog on land 
transter. 

Compulsory registration of title was a fad of Lord Halsbury’s 
Lord Loreburn has evidently adopted it. 

Both are distinguished common lawyers, but what are 
qualifications for the réle of reformers of real property law 1 

That distinguished real property lawyer, Lord Cairns, in his 
evidence given before the Select Committee of the House of 
Commons, in April 1879, declared that in his opinion it would be 
unsafe and inexpedient to introduce compulsory registration of 
title into this country. 

The reason why Englishmen have not, outside the compulsory 


their 


' area, availed themselves, to any extent, of the Acts relating to regis- 





tration of title, is to be found in the fact that they prefer to manage 
their own affairs in their own way, and detest officialism, which 
invariably creates delay and expense. 

The supporters of asystem of compulsory registration of title allege 
that the present system of land transfer, outside the compulsory 
area, is tedious and expensive, and prejudicial to small property 
owners and purchasers, 

Who has ever heard of 
acquiring property on the score of legal charges ! 

These charges do not err on the side of liberality, they 
by Act of Parliament, and, an the provinces at any rate, the solicitor, 
acting either for vendor or purchaser, is, in many cases, compelled 
by the stress of competition to accept less than the statutory 


anyone being deterred from selling or 


are fixed 


remuneration. 
Be that as it may, the remuneration does not in any case represent 


only investigation of title, which is the ostensible grievance of the 
supporters of compulsory registration of title, but a deal of trouble 
in the shape of such matters as contract, conveyance, corres vondence, 
and attendances. These would remain necessary, and would have te be 
paid for, under a system of compulsory registration of title, which, 
moreover, will never do away entirely with the necessity for investiga- 
tion of title until equitable interests are made illegal. — 

In short, the existing system of land transfer, outside the _com- 
pulsory area, though not perfect and no system that the wit of man 
can devise ever will be—is simple, inexpensive, and expeditious ; 
while the alternative system has been condemned by those most 
competent to judge, particularly bankers and building societies. Its 
alleged simplicity is certainly not evidenced by the long and com 
plex work which its principal supporter has compiled with regard 
to it. : 
The supporters of the latter system would be better employed in 
versuading the Lord Chancellor to secure the passing into law of the 
ion Society’s Conveyancing Bill, which has ies several years been 
before Parliament, is non-contentious, and would effect several 
desirable reforms; and by getting the ad valorem stamp duties reduced 


lto the rate in force prior to the Finance Act, 1910; instead of 
- 
| endeayouring, by erroneous statements, or suggestions, to create 


prejudice against solicitors, who are, as a body, we assert, without 

fear of contradiction from any impartial quarter, quite as honourable 

and solicitous for the public welfare as any of their critics, and 
CounTrRY SOLICITORS, 


Aung. 9. 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS [12 


Court of Appeal. 
METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD. No. |. 
16th, 17th, and 29th July. 


Stop-cock Box IN PAVEMENT 
JoaRD (CHARGES) Act, 


BATT ». 


Water— Metropoiis—N EGLIGENCE 
LiaBinity TO Reparr—-MeTROPOLITAN WATER 
1907 (7 Ep. 7, ©. cLxxt ss. 7,19 
Section & the Vetr ypolitan Water Board (Charges ict, 1907, 

"“ hich nye ae mn the owner or occupier of premises requiring a supply 

of water the obligation of providing, laying, and maintaining the com- 

munication pn pea and other apparatus, 2 Therefore in 
an action br uqht fo recover damages alleged to have heen caused 
through the defective condition of the top-cock in the paveme nt. the 

Water Board held not liable 
Decision of Divisional Court (55 Sonicrrors’ Journat, 330; 1911, 

1 K.B. 845) revereed 


Appeal by the Water Board from a decision of the Divisional Court 
in an action heard by his Honour Judge Woodfall at Westminster 
County Court. The plaintiff, Mrs. Florence Batt, sued the defendante 
to recover damages for personal injuries sustained by her owing to their 
alleged negligence in allowing to remain in a defective state of repair 
a stopcock box in the pavement in front of a house in Amery-place, 
Old Kent-road The stop-cor k box had been constructed by the 
defendants a London water company, and was connected 
with the communication pipe which carried the supply of water from 
the defendants’ main to No 17, Amery place The learned judge at 


re froapective 


pre decessors, 


the Westmineter County Court, who heard the action, held that the | 


stop-cock box was the property of the “owner or occupier of the house, 
and not of the defendants, and he came to that decision because in his 
tion 8 of the Act of 1907, above referred 
character, and imposed the obliga 
tion of providing maintaining the communica 
tion pipe on the owner or occupier of the premises. In the event of 
his decision being reversed on appeal, he found that the damages should 
be £30. His decision was reversed on appeal by the Divisional Court, 
who held that the provisions of the Act were not retrospective, that the 
stop-cock box was repairable by the defendants, and that since it had 
become a source of danger, and the plaintiff had been injured thereby, 
The Metropolitan Water Board appealed 


said that he came to the conclusion with 


opinion the provisions of se« 
to, were retrospective in their 


laying down, and 


the defendants were liable 


Vaveonan WriixiaMs, L..J., 


| 
| 
| 





| in which it is situate. 


reluctance that the owner or occupier of the premises was liable to | 


repair the stop-cock by means of which water from the company’s main 
was supplied to his premises. It followed that the decision of the 
County Court judge must be restored 

Fiercuer Movtrton, L.J., and Bucktey, L.J The appeal 
judgment of the County Court judge restored, 
with costs.—CounseL. ¢ 1. Russell, K.C., Ross-Brown, and Cotes- 
Preedy, for the Water Board; Simmer, for the respondent SoOLIcrIToRs, 
Walter Moon lrnold d Cubison 


Reported by Erskine Retp, Barrister-at-Law 


cone urred 


was allowed, and the 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY CO. rv. CITY OF LONDON LAND TAX 
COMMISSIONERS. No. 2. 24th July. 

LAND ApuTTING on HIGHWAY 

PRESUMPTION. 


REDEMPTION EXONERATION 


aD Mepium Fitum 


LAND Tax 


There isa pre sumption that the rede mption of land tax exonerates an 
adjoining highway ad medium filum. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J. (reported 
1911, 1 Ch. 467). The plaintiffs were a company having statutory 
powers to construct a railway and other works, partly within the City 
of London. The railway and certain parts of the works were situate 
under the surface of a public highway. Their construction was com- 
pleted in July, 1900. The land tax on certain of the lands abutting 
on the highway had been redeemed and the lands exonerated therefrom 
before the 30th June, 1900, but in no case was the highway specifically 
included in the certificate of the contract for redemption or shewn in 
the plan (if any) annexed thereto. The land tax had also been 
redeemed on certain lands beneath which the railway and works were 
constructed. The case raised two questions—first, where the line lay 
under highways and the tax had been redeemed on lands abutting on 
those highways, and, secondly, where it lay under any lands the surface 
of which had been exonerated from the tax by redemption. Swinfen 
Eady, J., held that where land was exonerated from land tax at a time 
when it was in its ordinary normal condition as mere land, it was 
entirely exonerated a centro usque ad calum, irrespective of the use 
to which such land might in future be put. It was otherwise, however, 
where the land, at the date of redemption, was not in its ordinary 
normal condition, and special circumstances existed from which an 
intention to redeem a partial interest only could be inferred, as, for 
example, where the surface and open mines below were in different 
occupations, and were separately assessed to the tax, and the price of 
redemption was arrived at upon the basis of one of such asseasments 
only. Swinfen Eady, J., also held that where the land tax had been 


redeemed on lands or houses abutting on a public street or highway 
the exoneration did not extend to the middle line of such street or 
highway 


Upon this last point the plaintiffs appealed. 





Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Kennepy, L.J., Farwetr, 
dissentiente) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—Land tax is charged upon all hereditaments 
of whatever nature or kind, and all persons “‘ having or holding ’’ any 
such hereditaments are to be charged with as much equality as possible 
by a pound rate. The sum assessed is to be levied by distress and 
sale. The tenants are required to pay the sums rated and to deduct 
out of the rent so much as the landlord ought to pay and bear. Where 
the tenant holds at a rack rent, the whole sum will thus be thrown 
upon the landlord. When the tenant does not hold at a rack rent, the 
ultimate burden of the tax will rest upon the landlord and the tenant 
according to their interests. There is a provision of a somewhat com- 
plicated nature for recovering from a fresh occupier the amount which 
could not in a previous year be recovered by distress by reason of the 
land being vacant so as to recoup those who have borne more than 
their fair share. Land tax may be redeemed according to the assese- 
ment and rate for the year. The commissioners contract, and on pay 
ment of the agreed sum the property comprised in the contract is 
freed from land tax and from all further assessments. One of the 
instances given in the special case will suffice to illustrate the problem. 
In February, 1804, there is a certificate of a contract for redemption 
of £21 5s. 8d. land tax charged upon two messuages or tenements in 
Cheapside, the consideration being the sum of £780 7s. 9d. Consols, 
which was duly transferred to the Bank of England. On the one hand, 
is contended that the land tax was charged only on the 
two messuages, and Swinfen Eady, J., has held this. On _ the 
other hand, it is contended that it was charged also on a 
moiety of Cheapside. I agree that the only hereditaments exonerated 
by redemption are the hereditaments on which the tax re 
deemed was assessed. Now it is important to observe that there 
is no suggestion of any separate assessment of a moiety of Cheapside. 
And further, that in 1804 Cheapside was, and that in the present year 
the streete in the City of London are, like country roads in this sense, 
that the ‘‘ streets "’ are not vested in any local authority. The entire 
ownership a centro usque ad calum is vested in the owners of the 
adjoining houses. In the absence of evidence to rebut the presumption, 
the owner of each house is owner of the street usque ad medium filum. 
It is often called a presumption of law, and I do not stop to consider 
whether it is more properly called a presumption of fact. Various 
theories have been started as to the origin of this presumption. But 
whatever be the origin of the presumption, its existence cannot be 
disputed. It is not a mere conveyancing presumption. It is a rule 
of construction that a messuage includes a moiety of the street or road 
The messuage and the moiety of the etreet or 
Some evidence must be forthcoming to estab 
This applies to a 


it 


road are one tenement. 
lish a severance or the existence of two tenements. 


| contract to sell the house, to a grant of the house, and to a lease of 
| the house. A remarkable instance in the case of a lease was where 





the landlord was allowed to distrain on a cart standing on the moiety 
of the road, as being on the demised premises—/Hodges v. Lawrence 
(18 J. P., p. 347). It applies also to a devise of the house. I cannot 
suggest any legal instrument to which the presumption would not apply 
An inclosure award is not really an exception. For the roads set out 
under the award owe their existence to the Inclosure Act; and it 
depends upon the language of the Act and the award whether the lord 
of the manor has or has not been deprived of the soil for the benefit 
of the adjacent owners. It is conceded that the presumption may be 
rebutted, and the terms of the Act and award may suffice to rebut it. 
I am not aware of any decision upon the point, but in my opinion the 
presumption would equally apply in favour of a person who acquires 
a title to the house under the Statute of Limitations. Is there any 
reason for holding that the assessment of the house and the certificate 
of the contract for redemption are documents to which the presumption 
does not apply, and that they did not, as matter of construction, include 
a moiety of the street? I can discover none. It is plain that the 
moiety of the street or road might be included without being expressly 
named. For example, ‘‘ the manor of X,”’ ‘‘all the estate of John 
Smith in the parish of Y.’’ And I feel no doubt that ‘the Priory 
Farm "’ would include the soil of any roads running through the farm. 
A limited owner who redeems the land tax on the house gets a charge 
upon the property. It is not reasonable to suppose that his charge 
extends only to the outside wall of the house and not to the middle of 
the street. I do not feel pressed by the argument that a separate 
assessment of a street or road is seldom to be found. The fact that 
the moiety of the road was of little or no value, having regard to the 
public rights over it, seems to tend in favour of its inclusion in the 
assessment. But it is a fallacy to assert that there can be no beneficial 
occupation of the street. The owner of the adjacent house has not 
only legal possession which enables him to restrain trespassers, but te 
has also rights which are or may be of value. For example, the right 
to wells, vaults, or cellans under the street, or to grant licences for 
carrying wires over the street. I am not aware of any authority adveree 
to the view which I have expressed. Much reliance was placed upon 
a sentence in Lord Watson’s judgment in Metropolitan Railway Co. v. 
Fowler (1893, A. C. 487), but I do not think it right to attribute to 
the dictum of that great judge the weight of a deliberate judgment 
upon a point not distinctly raised before him. I do not consider it 
necessary to refer to the other instances set out in the special case, for 
if the presumption applies at all it was ecarcely contended that any 
distinction could be drawn. The very careful jud t of Swinfen 
Eady, J., supported as it is by the judgment of Farwell, L.J., has made 
me hesitate as to the correctness of my view. But as I have arrived 
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at a clear conclusion, I feel bound to express it. In my opinion this ; half their market value, with power for the defendants to sell off 


appeal should be allowed. The costs will follow the event. 

FaRwewL, L.J., delivered judgment, agreeing with the decision of 
Swinfen Eady, J. 

Kennepy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect as Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., allowing the appeal.—Counset, Macmorran, K.C., and Konstam; 
Danckwerts, K.C., and Bremner. Sourcrtors, Ashurat, Morris, Crisp, 
& Co.; Barratt & Pollock. 

[Reported by J. I. Srrnurno, Barrister-at-Law.) 








High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re THOMAS DE LA RUE & CO. (LIM.). Eve, J. 18th July. 


Company—Repvuction or CaprraL—Payinc Orr SHAREHOLDERS—IssvE 
or Drsentures—ScuemME—ConFIRMATION—JURISDICTION—CosTS OF 
DIssENTIENT SHAREHOLDER—CoMPANIES (CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908 
(8 Ep. 7, c. 69), s. 46. 


The Court will sanction a scheme for reduction of capital of a com- 
pany, even though it involves the raising by other means of the very 
money which is required for bringing about the reduction. 

The Court may make it a term of the confirmaiion that the costs of 


a dissentient shareholder shall be provided for by the company. 


This was a petition by a company to confirm the reduction of its share 
capital. The company had power under its articles by special resolution 
to reduce its capital. The nominal capital was £1,200,000, divided 
into (i.) 30,000 A Preference Shares of £10 each, ranking first, with 
interest at 5 per cent. ; (ii.) 40,000 B Preference Shares of £10 each, with 
interest at 5 per cent., ranking next; and (iii.) 50,000 Ordinary Shares 
of £10 each, entitled to all distributable income after payment of the 
dividends on the Preference Shares. There was also a reserve fund. By 
a special resolution it was resolved that the capital be reduced to 
£640,000, divided into 14,000 B Preference Shares of £10 each, and 
50,000 Ordinary Shares of £10 each, by paying off the whole of the 
530,000 A Preference Shares and applying the reserve fund towards 
payment off of the amount and by a loan carrying interest at 44 per 
cent., and by paying off 26,000 of the B Preference Shares, and by 
issuing to the holders thereof perpetual debenture stock carrying 
interest at 45 per cent. The only opposition was by a holder of B 
Preference Shares, who urged that the scheme did not come within the 
Act, and was inequitable. He objected to changing his present security 
producing 5 per cent. interest for another bringing in 4}, and offering 
no better security. 

Eve, J.—The proposed arrangement comes within the terms of section 
46 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and is one which the 
court has jurisdiction to sanction. ‘Having regard to the decisions in 
British and American Trustee and Finance Corporation v. Couper (1894, 
A. C. 399) and Poole v. National Bank of China (1907, A. C. 229), and 
guided in particular by the authority of Re Nizon’s Navigation Co. 
(1897, 1 Ch. 872). I am bound to hold that it is none the less a echeme 


for the reduction of the share capital of the company because it involves 


the raising by other means of the very money which is required for the | 


bringing about the reduction. With regard to the question whether the 
scheme is fair and equitable, and one which the court will sanction in 
the exercise of its discretion, I have come to the conclusion, after con- 
sidering the details of the scheme, that the opposition is not justified 
by the circumstances, and I must therefore sanction the proposed reduc- 
tion. But I will do so on the condition suggested by the company itself, 
that the debenture stock to be issued to the B shareholders shall be 
made repayable at the expiration of forty years from the date of issue, 
and not be a perpetual debenture stock. I do not wish to discourage 
dissentient shareholders from coming forward and bringing to the notice 
of the court any matters which may influence it in arriving at a right 
decision upon a scheme of this character, and I will therefore also make 


it a term of the confirmation that the costs of the dissentient shareholder 


shall be provided for by the company. The use of the words ‘and 
reduced ’’ will be dispensed with from the date of the order.—CounseL, 
P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Tomlin; Sheldon. Soxicrrors, Bristows, 
Cooke, d& Carpmael ; Kearsey, Hawes, & Wilkinson. 

[Reported by 8S. E. Wiiu1ams, Barrister-at-Law.) 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. BRADFORD CORPORATION. Eve, Je 
25th July. 
Loca, GovernmMeNtT—Pusiic ParkK—Depication—Park Purposes 
WIDENING StREET—IMPROVEMENT OF Park. 


Lhe Court will not readily infer dedication to the public. Where 
@ corporation purchased 53 acres, 40 of which were in- 
tended to be used as a public park, the Court would not infer 
dedication of the whole of the 53 acres simply because the remaining 

acres were not fenced off and were used by the public as part of the 
park. 

This was an action to restrain the defendant Corporation from 
appropriating a portion of a public park for the purpose of widening 
a street. In 1870 Mr. Lister, being desirous of conferring a benefit 
on the town of Bradford, by providing that a portion (40 acres) 
of certain lands belonging to him, known as Manningham Park, 
containing 53 acres, should be kept unbuilt._ upon and open for the 
use and enjoyment of the public, made a proposal to sell to the 


part of such land provided that they left 40 acres unbuilt upon and 
open to.the public. The deféndants accepted the offer, and with 
the sanction of the Treasury the whole of the 53 acres were con- 
veyed to the defendants by indenture of the 27th of October, 1870, 
which contained a covenant by the defendants to appropriate 40 
acres of the said lands for the purposes of a park. The Bradford 
Gas and Improvement Act, 1871, s. 52, provides that the Corpora 
tion may appropriate land for parks, and improve such parks, and 
do anything necessary for the better use and enjoyment thereof. 
Eve, J.: The plaintiffs’ claim is based upon two allegations. First, 
that the land was purchased and appropriated for the purposes of a 
public park; and, secondly, that the appropriation of part of it for 
widening the road is an appropriation for a purpose alien to that 
for which it was purchased, and is therefore ultra vires. The 
defendants’ answer is that the strip of ground forms part of land 
not purchased for the purposes of a park, and that even if it was 
so purchased the proposed user is for the purposes of the park, 
| inasmuch as it is for better use and enjoyment of the park. The 
| plaintiff retorts that the fundamental object is not for the improve- 
| ment of the park, but the widening of the road. The first question 
| to be determined is whether the land was purchased for the purposes 
| of a park. The way in which it is put is that the scheme contem- 
| plated. that the whole 53 acres was purchased for a_ park, and, 
| therefore, was impressed with a statutory trust for park purposes, but 
subject to this incident that it was competent to transfer the trust 
| from the land itself to the proceeds of sale in case of its disposal 
| by the Corporation. It was contended, on behalf of the defendants, 
| that to take that view is to shut one’s eyes to the real nature of the 
| transaction, which was, in fact, to appropriate 40 acres for the 
| purposes of a park, and to keep the remaining 13 acres free from 
| any trust and to be used for any purpose. The question is, which 
| of those two contentions is right? I think that the one put forward 
by the defendants is the true view. The purchase was the acceptance 
| of a conditional offer that 40 acres should be used for a park, and 


the rest for other purposes. Throughout no one contemplated that 
more than 40 acres was to be used for a park. The memorial to the 
Treasury shows that that was the intention of the parties. The 


conclusion, therefore, at which I have arrived is that the whole of 
the 53 acres was not acquired for park purposes, and that the 13 
acres can be applied for other purposes. Then it is said that the 
whole of the 53 acres have, in fact, been dedicated to the public as a 
park. In considering this question it is material to remember that 
the land, when acquired by the Corporation, was, and had for many 
years previously, been a park, and, further, that at the time of the 
completion of the purchase the Corporation were promoting a Bill 
| for the acquisition of land for a park. These are circumstances 
| from which dedication might be inferred, but the Court ought not 
| readily to conclude that there was a dedication. It is obvious that 
| the Corporation contemplated that the 13 acres might be used as 
building land. In those circumstances, were the Corporation bound 
| to mark off the 13 acres and shut out the public from that part of 
| the park? It would be shocking to infer that they thereby abandoned 
the right to dispose of the 13 acres for other purposes. The result 
is that, in my opinion, there are no sufficient facts from which to 
infer dedication. That really disposes of the action, but as the 
case may go further, and the Court of Appeal may take a different 
view, I will give my opinion as to whether the proposed scheme is 
calculated to increase the use and enjoyment of the park. I think it 
is. But the decision on this point rests with the Corporation, who 
have been entrusted by Parliament with a discretion, with the 
exercise of which I could not interfere unless oppressive. Though, in 
effect, the scheme was a street improvement, it was not an improper 
| exercise of discretion with which I could interfere, and, therefore, I 
cannot accede to the plaintiffs’ claim, and I dismiss the action with 
| costs. —CounseL, Glen, K.C., J. J Wright and Merlin; P. O 
Lawrence, K.C., Jessel, K.C., and Underhill. Sotrcrrors, Fielder, 
| Jones, & Harrison for J. W. Perkins & Hind, Bradford; Cann 
| & Sons for F. Stevens, Bradford. 

[Reported by 8S. E. Wittrams, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Re DEVERAUX. TOOVEY +. PUBLIC TRUSTEE. [‘ve, J. 
28th July. 


Pusiic TrustreE—JvuRISDICTION—POWER TO ADMINISTER SMALL EsTATE 
oveR £1,000—Repucrep to Less THAN £500 sy Distrisution—Pvs 
Lic Trustee Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 55), s. 3. 

The qross capital value of the eamall estate referred to in section 3 


| of the Public Trustee Act, 1906, is to be ascertained at the date of 


the application to the Public Trustee to administer the estate, and 
not at the date of the death of the testator or inte state. Accord- 
ingly, the Public Trustee has power to administer an estate the gross 


| capital value of which was more thon £1,000 at the death, but which 


has been reduced below that sum by distribution. 


This was an adjourned summons which raised the question whether 
the Public Trustee had power under the Act to administer an estate 
the gross value of which was originally more than £1,000, but whi h 
had been reduced below that sum by distribution. The Public T rus 
tee Act, 1906, s. 3, provides that any person who in the opinion of 
the Public Trustee would be entitled to apply to the court for admin- 


defendants the whole of such lands for the sum of £40,000, about | istration of an estate the gross capital value whereof is less than 
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and if it appears to the Public Trustee that the persons beneficiall 
entitled are persons of small means the Public Trustee shall admit 
ister the estate unless he sees good reason for refusing to do so, an 
on the Public Trustee 




































































October, 1908, to the | ntifl as attorney of one of the next of kir 


The estate was sworn at £1,182 i4s. 2d., but it realise 
£1,281 10s. 2d., so that the net value of each fifth share amounte 
to about £230 Three of such fifth shares had been distributed an 
paid to the persons beneficially entitled, leaving about £460, whic 


had been invested in Consols. On the 20th of January last the Publi 
entitled t 


Irustee received a request from the guardian of infants 


one of the unpaid fifth shares to undertake the administration of th 
estate of the intestate On the 16th of March the Public Trust« 
executed ; de rat n undert ! to administer the « tate of th 





istration by the court of an estate in sub-section 1 mean proceed 


respectively, and the answer, therefore, 
determines the value for the purposes of the 
as to the power of the Public Trustee to assume this administration 
On the one hand it is urged that what the section is intended t 
deal with is small « 
throughout of a gross capital value of less than £1,000 and not the 
balance up to £999 19s. 1lld. for the time being remaining undistri 
buted amongst beneficiaries 
large its original value, and that the 


which the value |} first to be a 


upon the wording itself of sub-secti 
in term t 


appli ition, ] 


of sub-section 2 clearly contemplate the intervention of the Public 
Trustee at anv stage of the administration, and after it has been pro- 
ceeding, it may be, for a considerable time; secondly, in sub-section 
1 the expression is ‘‘ the gross capital value whereof is proved to be”’ 
not to have been; and, thirdly, by the concluding words of the same 
sub-section the Public Trustee is authorized, if he sees good reason 
so to do, to refuse to administer in any particular case. I think the 
net result of these three provisions is to fix the date of the application 
as the date for ascertaining the value, and to leave it open to the 
Public Trustee to refuse to accede to the application in all cases where, 
from the magnitude of the original estate, or from the complexity 
or from any other cause, the administration he is 
cannot legitimately and fairly be described as the 
Up n this construction of the section, 
which gives rise to questions of cons derable perplexity, it is admitted 
no good reason exists why the administration should not be undertaken 
by the Public Trustee, and accordingly I answer the question raised by 
the summons by declaring that this estate is a smal) estate within the 
section. —Counser. P. O. Lawrence. K.C., and Roope Reeve; Tomlin 
Sorrcrrons, Moodie d Sons; L. J. Fulton 
[Reported by 8. E, Writ1ams, Barrister-at-Law.] 





of the accounts 
asked to undertake 
1dministration of a small estate 


° ° 9 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 

STANDING JOINT COMMITTEE OF QUARTER SESSIONS AND 
COUNTY COUNCIL OF THE COUNTY OF LONDON +. LONDON 
COUNTY COUNCIL. Div. Court. 22nd May; 25th July 

Covrr or Quarter Sesstons—Ptace ror Hotpinc—Bopy 


County Counc, or Stranpinc Joint COMMITTEE 
SUILDING FOR Srte Sevectrep—In Wuom 









MerTRopo.tis 
To DerTeRMINE 
Power To Require New 









£1,000 may apply to the Public Trustee to administer the ee 


undertaking by declaration to administer the 


estate the trust property shall vest in him he intestate, who was 
a widow, died in July, 1908, leaving two children d the issue of 
three deceased childret Letters of iministration were granted i 


to the questi n which date new authority 
Act concludes the inquiry | but for the purposes of section 29 it is to be regarded as a transfer. 


whether any particular estate is or is not a small estate is the date at | provides that any matter arising under the Act with respect to the 
certained and fixed—that is to say, 
at the death. On the other hand, reliance is placed first on the obvious 
f vide by the Act for beneficiaries of | plain that, at ali events outside London, the joint committee is the 


intention of the I lature t« pre 
small meat n ¢ nd inexpensive method of securing the due 
administration of f da in which they are interested; and, 


secondly, | It h 
n 1, which, it is contended, points | the 
iluation made at a date contemporaneous with the innot take that view 
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29, 30, 40, 42, 64, 65 (1), and 116. 


y 
d 


the power of determining the vlaces at which quarter 
county of London should be held has been transferred to the Lond 
f unty Councd 
~ quarter sessions for the county of London shall be held is vested 
F the London County Council, subject to the approval of the Secreta 
: f State and not in the Standing Joint Committee. 


d 
d 
h 


new te shall now be acquired for the accommodation of quarter ses 


ith site when chosen i re 


"| auch ¢ mmodation must he pre vided by the London County Council 
e Phis was a special ase submitted for the opinion of the High Court 


é | pursuant to section 29 of the Local Government Act. 1888. ‘The 


intestate, and called tor a transfer of the Consols ind arguments appear sufficiently from the judgment of the Lord 
Eve, J + mi pinion applies throughout to the estates | Chief Justice, which $ as follows : 

of decea ed pers nd has I 4 ppl ition to trusts created by } Lorp ALverstonr, C.J It has been contended for the county 

settiements, wv 1 are dealt with in Part III. of the Act. The ex-| that we have no jurisdiction to entertain this case. That pe 

pressions referring to the administration of an estate are used in their | arises on section 29 of the Local Government Act, 1888. In n 

strict and proper sense, and the phrases “‘ proceedings for the admin udgment a question has arisen as to whether a power, duty or ‘ 

istration of an « i b-section oO and al rder for the admin to the county council or the St inding J 


veneral Act dealing with all the counties 


) 

bility wae transferred 
Commit te« This is a 
I 


ings and an order for administration and not for execution of trusts 

This conclusion disposes of the suggestion that the section authorises | machinerv for determin ng this kind of question. It is said that . 
the Public Trustee to assume the administration of any trusts where ounty of London was a new entity, and that therefore there was 
the trust prer re of less value than £1,000 and the beneficiaries | transfer of powers, but a creation of new powers. The answer to that 
are persons of small means Ihe question remains what estates fall | ie that there existed in the three areas the powers of the respective 
vithin the we I | t r in determi the gross | magistrates in quarter sessions prior to this Act to deal with there 
capital value of the estate regard is to be had to the value at the date | matters. To put it in its simplest form, the powers which existed in 
of the death or to the value at the date when application is made to| the parts of Middlesex, Surrey, and Kent which became the + 
the Public Trustee to assume the administration. In the present case sunty have gone somewhere. It is not suggested that there were not 
the values at the different dates were over £1,200 and under £500 powers as to quarter sessions in those areas. They have gone to the 


It may not be strictly accurate to call it a transfer, 


-| On the question to which body these powers have been transferred, 


in my judgment a case can be stated under section 29, notwithstand 


tates, that is to say, estates which have been ing that the new county of London is formed of three portions of 


2} old counties. Therefore, I think we have jurisdiction to entertain 
On the merits the question is whether the business of de 


- the case 


of small means of every estate, however] termining the sites has been vested in the council, or has it been 
proper time of determining | vested in the Standing 


Joint Committee. Section 30 (3) of the Act 


provision of accommodation for the quarter sessions shall be det 


d by the joint committee. On the language of that section it is 


vuthority to say what is to be bought and where it is to be bought 
s been contended thar their powers are limited to determining 
number of rooms and the nature of the accommodation. But I 
That was really decided in Lx parte Somerset 











ind not at a date antecedent, and possibly long antecedent, ( unty Councd supra), where it was held that the power of acquiring 


| county buildings and approving plans was in the Standing Joint Com 


thereto It is impossible not to appreciate the cogency of the argu 

ment in support of the view that the date of death is the determining | mittee without any previous application to the Council. If this had 
date. but T t t} ‘ ‘ . ‘ se in the sectior hich go | been a case outside London we should have been bound by that de 
t he that t t to First, the concludi l ision. The difficulty is as to what is the true view with regard to the 


application of the Act to London. Section 40 provides that ‘‘ The pro 
visions of this Act with respect to the powers, duties and liabilities of 
county councils, and the transfer of property, debts, and liabilities 
of counties to county councils, shall apply to the administrative county 


of London in like manner, so nearly as circumstances admit, as if the 
- 


quarter sessions, justices, and clerks of the peace of the counties 
Middlesex, Surrey, and Kent had been, so far as regards the Metro 
polis, the quarter sessions, justices, and clerk of the peace for the 
administrative county of London ” That strongly confirms the 
view that there was a transfer of powers. Section 42 (6) provides that 
‘Separate courts of quarter sessions may be held at different parts 
of the county of London at the same time if so directed by the county 
council with the approval of the Secretary of State, and every court 
of general sessions of the peace for the County of London and every 
adjournment thereof shall have the same jurisdiction in all respects, in 
ind determining appeals, as if suc! 
court were quarter sessions.’ That is special legislation with regard 
to London, which is inconsistent with the view prescribed by Mr. 
Ryde. Then section 42 (7) says that the London County Council may 
submit a scheme to a Secretary of State for regulating the holding of 
urts of quarter sessions in London, and the scheme, when apy roved 
by a Secretary of State, shall be published in the London Gazette, ind 
shall have effect as if it were enacted in the Act. Section 116 was 4 
temporary provision that until a scheme respecting the holding of 
courts of quarter sessions in the County of London came into e 
ertain regulations should be observed, and one of those regulations 
wae that “ Courts of quarter sessions for the trial of persons charged 





’ ° - . 
cluding the power of hearing : 


with offences shall be held at Clerkenwell and Newington, and courts 
of quarter sessions for appeals and other business shall be held at the 
which sessions are usually held at present, or 4 


places in London at 
h of the said places as the county council may from time to time 


It is said by Mr. Ryde that as those provisions do not 
ire land, the statute gives the power in question 
But that argument does not exhaust 


appoint.” 
confer power to acqu 
to the Standing Joint Committee. 





Vestep—Locat Government Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr., c. 41), ss. 3, 


Linder section 29 of the Local Government Act, 1888, the High Court 
has qurisdiction to entertain a case stated upon the question whether 
sessions for the 
m 
The power of determining the place or places at which 


7] 





Accordingly the 
Council has the power and duty of determining whether any and what 


/ hut the power and duty of determining the accommodation , 
sted in the Standing Joint Committee, and 


nd at the same ti ne, and it was m essary that there should be 
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the whole question, because the powers of acquiring land are not con- 
trolled by any of these sections. The difficulty I have is this. It has 
been thought fit to give to the county council power to frame a scheme 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of State. I cannot under- 
stand why, if the power of choosing the places is in the joint com- 
mittee, they should have no right to submit a scheme to the Secretary 
of State. It seems to me impossible to hold that the places are to be 
selected by the Standing Joint Committee when the scheme is to be 
framed by the Council. The distinction between places and sites is 
immaterial. We are not dealing with separate towns, and I think 
that when the council have the right to submit a scheme for the place 
where quarter sessions are to be held, that means practically the 
locality in which the quarter sessions are to be held. I think. there 
fore, that this question is to be answered in favour of the London 
County Council. 
Pickrorp and Lusu, JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect. 
On the 25th of July, 1911, the case again appeared in the paper 

coming before a court consisting of Lord Alverstone, C.J., and Law 
rance and Darling, JJ. It appeared that the parties in the case had 
been left to draw up the order of the court, and in the course of doiag 
so it was discovered that the latter portion of the fourth question 
in the case had not been argued or adjudicated upon at the previous 


hearing. The fourth question was: ‘In which body ’’—the county 
council or the joint committee—“ is vested or to which bi dy has been 
transferred or upon which body has been conferred the 


power or duty of determining whether a new site shall be 
acquired or whether a new building or buildings shall be constructed 
for the accommodation of the courts of quarter sessions for the county 
of London?”’’ The contention of the London County Council as set out 
in their draft answer to the fourth question was as follows: ‘“* That 
the London County Council has the power and duty of determini: 
whether any and what new site shall be acquired for the said accon 
modation, and that, subject to the provisions of the said Act 51 & &2 
Vict. c. 41, enabling the said Standing Joint Committee to determine 
the accommodation, rooms, furniture, and other things incidental 
thereto necessary and proper for the due transaction of the business 
of the said quarter sessions, the London County Council has also the 
power and duty of determining whether a new building or buildings 
shall be constructed for the said accommodation.’’ The contention of 
the Standing Joint Committee was that the answer should be as fol 
lows : ‘‘ That, subject as aforesaid to the approval by a Secretary of 
State of any scheme made in that behalf, the London County Counci 
has the power and duty of determining whether any and what new site 
shall be acquired for the said accommodation, but that the powe) 
and duty of determining whether a new building or buildings shall be 
constructed for the said accommodation on such gite or sites is vested 
in and has been transferred to and conferred upon the Standing Joint 
Committee.’’ The answers to the fourth question drafted by counse] 
having been handed up to the bench, the answer was settled by th 
court in the terms of that contended for by the joint committee, but 
omitting the words italicised (whi sup.) and adding at the end the 
words ‘‘ and that such accommodation is to be provided by the London 
County Council.’’—CounseL, for tne London County Council, Dan: ¢- 
werts, K.C., and Cecil Welsh ; for the Standing Joint Committee, Ryde, 
K.C., and 2. B. Murphy. Soxicrrors, Edward Tanner; BE. W. & Bruce 
Beal. 


[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barri-ter-at-Law 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re LUPTON. £z parte LUPTON. Phillimore and Avery, JJ. 
27th July. 
BAnKRuPTCY—BankKRuptcy Notice—Stay or Execution—Issve or 


3ANKRUPTCY Notice PenpiInc EquritaBLe Executrion—BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 4, suB-section 1 (a). 


4 





In the present case the debtor has not been prevented from paying 
by the receivership order, because nothing has been realised under it. 
Puittrore, J.—In this case it has been argued that during the 
pendency of a writ of fi. fa. no other kind of execution can be issued, 
therefore a judgment creditor who has issued execution by fi. fa. cannot 
issue a bankruptcy notice, and is in the position of a creditor with a 
judgment upon which execution has been stayed. This is a purely 


technical rule, and can only be applied where technical conditions exist, 
which they do not jn this case, for there is only a receivership and 
nothing to prevent the issue of a writ of fi. fa. The reason for the 
existence of this technical rule is based on the principle that a crediter 
cannot be allowed to make a debtor bankrupt while he has in force 
} an execution which prevents the debtor from paying his debt. In 
|} such a case as the present, where certain interests of the debtor have 
been attached by equitable execution, the court mav enquire whether 
| such equitable execution has in any way prevented the debtor from 
} paying his debt In the present case there is no money in the hands 
ot the receiver, nor vould his interest realise any money Therefore 
both technically and in substance the debtor's contention must fail 
Appeal dism sed CouNSEI Hlansell; Clayton, K.C., and Frank 
Vell SoLicirors, Clinton al ( . for Pierce, Nottingham ; 
Came AKemms & C 


[Reported by P. M. Francke, Barrister-at-Law ] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 


Division. 


BROCKELBANK AND BORLASE. 
27th July. 


BROCKELBANK 


Evans, P. 


Divonce—Svuir sy Husspanp—Co-RESPONDENT A Minorn—ORDER FOR 
Costs Acatnst Him. 


Notwithstanding that he was a minor, a co-respondent, who had not 
ippeared toa citation by a husband seeking a divorce, was condemned 
in the costs of the autt. 


Suit by a husband for a divorce on the ground of the adultery of his 
wife with the co respondent. The court, having been satisfied as to 
the facts necessary to support the petition, expressed the intention of 
pronouncing a decree of dissolution with costs against the co-respon- 
dent. Counsel for the petitioner intimated that, as the suit was unde 
fended, he considered it his duty to inform the court that the co 
respondent, who had not put in any appearance, was a minor. As far 
as he was aware there was no reported case in which a co-respondent, 
who was an infant, had been condemned in costs. A guardian ad litem 
in a divorce suit could be cast in costs: Brown v. Brown (1850, 2 
Rob. Ecc. 302). 

Evans, P.—I do not think it matters. If you get an order against 
t minor, it carries the usual consequences. I do not think that there 
is any difficulty. I know of no principle of law on which an infant 
co respi ndent should not be condemned, as he would be under any 
other judgment of the court.—CouNsEL, D. Cotes-Preedy. Sovicitors, 
Peacock & Goddard, for H. d& C. Collins, Reading 


Not By Divorce Rule 108, it is not necessary for a minor who, 
as an alleged adulterer, is made a co-respondent in a suit, to elect a 
guardian ad litem.) ° 


{Reported by J. BARwicK THOMPSON, Barrister-at-Law, 


Societies. 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors of this asso- 





A ereditor who has obtained a receive rship order by way of equitable 
execution against the debtor is not thereby precluded from issuing a 
bankruptcy notice during the receivership as he would be in the case 
of a pending execution by fi. fa. 


Appeal from a receiving order upon the ground that the petitioning 
creditor had no right to issue a bankruptcy notice because he had 
already obtained a rec eivership order by way of equitable execution 
against a firm in which the debtor was a partner. Counsel for the 
debtor contended that a receivership by way of equitable execution 
had the same effect as an execution by fi. fa., which was held in 
Ex parte Ford, Re Ford (18 Q. B. D. 369), Ex parte Follows, Re Fol- 
lows (1895, 2 Q. B. 521), and Ex parte Sm th, Re a Debtor (1902, 2 
K. B. 260), to preclude the creditor who had issued execution from 
Issuing a bankruptcy notice so long as the execution was in force 
Counsel for the respondent contended that equitable execution by 
means of a receivership was not at all the same thing as a common 
law execution by fi. fa. A receiver was only appointed when there 
were no goods which could be seized by the ordinary processes of 
execution. If it were discovered that the debtor had goods which 
could be seized an execution could be levied upon them while the 
receivership order was in existence, and where execution may be 
levied a bankruptcy notice may be issued. [Pamtiomore, J.: If you 
prevent the debtor from paying in any way, by execution or otherwise, 
you cannot issue a bankruptcy notice: Re Sedgwick (5 Morrell 262).] | 


ciation was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on 
the 9th inst., Mr. Maurice A. Tweedie in the chair. The other dire tors 
present were Messrs. S. P. B. Bucknill, Thomas Dixon (Chelmeford), 
Walter Dowson, Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), C. Goddard, J. R. B. 
Gregory, L. W. North Hickley, J. F. N. Lawrence, and C. G, May. 
A sum of £1,022 was distributed in grants of relief, four new members 
were admitted, and other general business was transacted 


Administration of the Finance Act. 
THE INSTRUCTIONS TO LAND VALUERS. 

In a Parliamentary Paper just issued Mr. C. E. Hobhouse, Financial 

Secretary to the Treasury, gives details of the instructions issued by 

the Inland Revenue Department to valuers under the Finance 1909-10) 


Act. 1910, with reference to the ascertainment of site value on ‘* occa- 


sions.”’ The instructions are as follows 
First Ascertain the value of the fee simple on the basis of the value 

of the consideration, in accordance with section 2 of the Act. 
Secondly By an independent calculation, and without necessarily 


onsideration paid, ascertain the gross value 


being bound by the actual ¢ O08 
at the time—i.e., on the occasion, in accordance with the definition con- 
tained In subse tion (1) section 25. 
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Thirdly.—As an independent calculation, and without necessarily 
being bound by the actual consideration, ascertain the full site value 
at the time as defined in subsection (2) section 25. 

The difference between these two figures ascertained under subse« 
tions (1) and (2) of section 25 respectively will then give the amount of 


the first deduction to be made in accordance with the provisions of 
subsection (4) of section 25 

Any other site value deductions must of course also be made 

By this method, it is said, the following results should be achieved 

(1) The transferor will not be called upon to pay increment value 
duty in respect of any recovery in the value of buildings 

(2) Increment value duty would be collectible in all cases where there 
has been either 

(~) an increase in the value of the site as ompared with the riginal 


site value; or 


interest. therein) has actually been 


the time 


(+) the unit of valuation (or 


sold for than it 


more is worth at 





Legal News. 


General. 


It is announced that the King has been pleased to give directions 
for the appointment of Sir Philip Crampton Smyly (Chief Justice, 
Sierra Leone) to be Chief Justice of the Gold Coast Colony 





The report of the Joint Select Committee of the House of Lords 
and the House of Commons on the Local Government Acts, 1888 and 
1894, and the Local Government (Scotland) Acts, 1889 and 1894, says 


the 7'imes, has been issued as a Parliamentary Paper The Committee 
deal with the English case first, dividing the subject matter into four 
groups, namely—(1) The alteration of county boundaries by the exten 


sion of an existing county borough, or by the creation of a new county 
borough; (2) the alteration of rural district due to either the 
creation or extension of non-county boroughs and urban districts; (3 
Poor Law unions; (4) London. With regard to the first group, th 
practice obtaining until 1904 is set out, the difficulties which have mani 
fested themselves in recent years are noted, and suggestions are made 
for smooth working in the future. On the question of roads the Com 
mittee are of opinion that some central authority should have the duty 
of deciding what are main roads, and that this would require legislation 
Compensation In respect of roads should be paid as an annuity and not 


areas 


a lump sum, and they consider it should be based on a 


as 
of fifteen years’ purchase The Committee are of opinion that in 
future half the cost of the main roads should be a first charge upon 
the surplus of the Exchequer contribution. With regard to groups (2) 
and (3) the conclusions of the Committee are based on the same con 


siderations as those of the first group In respect of London, the Com 


mittee think it impossible to lay down gencral principles. The Com 
mittee recommend that the Local Government Acts, 1888 and 1894, 


and the Local Government (Scotland) Acts, 1889 nnd 1894, should be 
amended in accordance with the recommendations 


In the House of Commons on the 8th inst. Mr. H. Law asked th 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs whether he had vet received 
any reply from the Russian Government to his request for the imme 
diate release of Miss Malecka, the British subject imprisoned at Wai 
saw, in the event of her trial not being held forthwith; and, if so. 
what was the nature of the reply ?—Sir E. Grey replied : The reply 
of the Russian Government reached his Majesty’s Embassy at St 
Petersburg on the 30th ultimo, and has just been received here It 
states that both Miss Malecka and her father are to be considered 
Russian subjects in Russia under Articles 325 and 326 of the Russian 
criminal code, as they never obtained the Imperi il sanction to renounce 
Russian nationality. The necessity for obtaining this sanction was ex 
tended to the Polish provinces by an Imperial Ukase in 1850, so that 
it is immaterial whether Dr. Malecka was born in Poland or in Russia 


proper. The reply points out that the British naturalization law of 
1870 recognizes that no person can be validly naturalized as a British 
subject, in so far as that person’s country of origin is concerned, if 
such naturalization is contrary to the law of that country 
promises that the matter will be dealt with as quickly as possible, and 
adds that Miss Malecka’s arrest was fhe outcome of her political rela 
tions with the Polish Socialist Party I well give more of the 
reply, which is long, in answer to an oral question; but if the hon 
member will put down an unstarred question I will give the substance 
of the reply at length Mr. H. Law asked if Russian 
Government had indicated any date when the trial would take place 


cannot 


greater the 


Sir E. Grey : They have not indicated a date, they only said that the 
trial shall be expedited as much as_ possible Sir G. Parker 
asked if the British Consul would still be instructed to watch the | 
case on behalf of the British Government.—Sir E. Grey: The im 


portant part of the reply received is that Miss Malecka is not a British 


subject I will instruct the Britigh Consul to do anything that is 
consistent with the fact that Miss Malecka ie not a British 
subject; more than that I cannot do. Mr. Morrell asked if the 
Foreign Office abandoned the claim that Miss Malecka was a British 
subject.—Sir E. Grey: I have said that the reply I have only just , 


reseived sets out a fact which was new to me, that the necessity for 
obtaining sanction to emigrate extends to the Polish provinces , 
1 have had time to investigate that I cannot say more about it. 


Until 
Mr. 








| Morrell : How could Miss Malecka obtain sanction? She was not 
| born.—Sir E. Grey: I€' was a question of the father’s nationality. 
| After further questions, Mr. Morrell asked : Are we to understand that, 
| after Miss Malecka’s imprisonment for eighteen weeks, the Russian 
Government are unable or unwilling to produce particulars of the 
charges against her?—Sir E. Grey : The hon. member ought to under- 
stand from the reply I have given that the Russian Government have a 
strong case for assuming that Miss Malecka is a Russian subject. Mr. 
Morrell : Did not the British Ambassador make a request for parti- 
culars on the 11th July, and was no answer given?—Sir E. Grey : It 
was all based on the assumption that Miss Malecka was a British sub- 
ject in Russia. If that assumption cannot be sustained, of course | 
cannot press my request. 








Royat Navan Coriece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’? (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 


Aug. 17.—Wesare. Vewrow, Butt & Coopsr, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold and Leas> 
hold Ground Rents (see advertisement, back page, July 29). 








Winding-up Notices. 





maximum | 


The reply } 


London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Aug 4, 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1m Ceanosry. 


A.P.W. SYNDICATE, LTpD—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 11 to send in 
| their names, addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Adeline Hay- 
| ward Walters, 125, Hamilton House, Bishopsgate. 

| D. SYNDICATE, LTO—Creditors are requested, on or before Sept 15, to send in their 

|} pam-s and addresses,’and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest John 

| Hayman, 18, 8t. Swithin's In. ’ 

} CARMEN ISLAND DEVELOPMENT Co., LtD—Cre litors are required, on or before Sept 4, 

| to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, tw 

Mr. Edward Cecil Moore, 3, Crosby sq Laytons, Budge row, solors to the 
liquidator 

| DARWEN SANITARY Prpgs, Ltp—Creditors are required,'on or before Sept 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Cocker 
& Ratcliffe, Darwen. Costeker & Co, Varwen, solors to the liquidator. 

KALI SELOGIRI SYNDICATE, Lrp—Credit« rs are requ red, on or before Avg 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or ciaims, to Wm. 
Strachan, 50, Gresham st, liqu dator. \ 

| MoJANGA SYNDICATE, LTp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 21, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John King, 
Bank Chambers, Wigan, liquidator. 

NORTHENDEN PRIVATE CLUB Co, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or 

| before Sept 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 

| or claims, to Alfred Weaver, 2, Mount st, Manchester, liquidator. 

PEAR SPINNING Co, LtD—Petn for winding up, presented July 27, directed to be heard 
ect 17. Crofton & Co, 36, Brazennose St, Manchester, Agents for Marsh & Co, Leigh, 
solors for the Petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 16. 

R. JARRETT & Co, Ltp (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Ang 19, to send their nam:s and ‘addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
claims to Frederick William Cogswell, 47, King William st, liquidator. 

REDWAY, FURNESS AND Co, LrpD, (IN LiquIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or be fore 
Sept 4, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Henry Young, 114, Dalston In, liquidator. 

SAMUEL WALKER AND Co, Ltp—Pe'n for winding up, presented July 31, directed to be 
heard, at the County Court, Leeds, Oct 16. Guilford E. Lewis, 14, South sq, Gray's 
inn, solors for the petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 15. 

SEDAN AUTO-CAR SYNDICATE, Ltd—Petn for winding up, presented July 27, directed to 
be heard at the Court House, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon Tyne, on Aug 1’. 
Cooper & Goodg-r, 18, Market st, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors for the petnr. 
London Agents, Rawle, Johnstone & Co, 1, Bedford row. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Aug 16. 

WEIBKING & Co., LtD (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 7, to send in their n mes a'd addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims to E. B, Russell, 126, High rd, Kilburn, liquidator. 

| ZREHAN SovuTH Comstock Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented July 29, directe | to be 

heard Aug 16. Burn & Berridge, 11, Old Broad st, solors for the petner. Notice of 

appearing must reach the above named not later tuan 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

Aug 15. 


B 
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ANGLO-MovuFARRIJ Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 3, directed to be heard 
at the Court House, Government Buildings, Liverpool, Aug 17 at 10 o’clock. Harling, 
Fisher & Houghton. 26, North Jchn st, Liverpool, solors for the petnrs. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
Aug 16. 

Aux GALERIES DE Parts, Ltp—Creditors are requested forthwith to send their names 
and addresses, ard particulars of their debts or claims, to F. W. Le. B. Leao 
liquidator. 


Gray & Co, Lrp—Oreditors are required, on or before Sept*14, to_send their 


| ORD, 
arn bert M. 


names ard addresses, and the particulars of their debts cr claims, to Her 
Wood, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland, liquidator. 
| WILLISons EALING PARK FARM DAIRIES, LTD—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Samuel Hogg, 7 and 8, Poultry, liquidator. 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Touxspay, Aug. 1. 
Waxerretp, Jonus, Ventnor, Isle af Wight Sept 30 Read and Others v Williams, 
Neville, J Jones, Basingsto 


WILtIaMs, Witty, Cardigan Oct 1 Evans and Another v Williams, Swinfen 
Eady, J Roberts, Queen Victoria st 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Aug. 4 


Drew, Ceci, Cmapmay, stam, Surrey Aug 30 Slaughter & Mayv Drew, Joyce, J 
Simmons, Chea 

Parrison, ALFRED 
Pattison v Bray, Swinfen Eady, J 


a Thurleigh rd, Wandsworth Common, Surrey Dec 1 
Tebb, Bedford 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 


Last Day or Craim. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug 4. 


BAILEY, EDWIN, Licensed Victualler Aug19 Simpson & Meakin, Derby 

BARLING, JOHN, Hereford, Commercial Traveller Aug 19 Easton, Hereford 

BARNETT, WILLIAM THOMAS, Rugby, Builder Aug 26 Ray, Northampton 

BLYTH-BROWNE, MARGARET CONSTANCE, Marine ter, Herne Bay Aug 31 Gamlens, 
Gray's inn sq 

BURROWS, CATHERINE ANN, Belvedere, Kent Saptil Baynes, Bexley 

CONOLLY, CHARLES HAMILTON, Wood Green Aug 31 Carpenter & Sons, Laurence 
Pountney lu 

COWELL, RALPH HuGH, Worcester, Market Gardener Aug 25 Fripp, Oldham 

CROSSFIELD, LONSDALE, Fallowfiel!, Manchester, Ware.ouseman Aug3l Sampson & 
Price, Manchester 

CsOMOR, MICHARL, Castle st, Oxford st, Furrier Sept 11 Downer & Johnson, Salisbury 
House, London Wall 

DEEKS, HENRY GOLDING, Acton, Suffolk, Farmer Sept 29 
Suffolk 

DICKINSON, FRANCES VINCENT, Edwardstone, Suffolk Sept 29 Steed & Steed, Long 
Melford, Suffolk 

DICKINSON, EDWARD FAIRBAIRN, Edwardstone, Suffolk Sept 29 Stee! & Steed, Lung 
Melford, Suffolk 

ELLIoTr, HENRY, Sunnyside rd, Capworth st, Leyton, Butcher Sept 9 Carr & Co, 
Rood In 


Steed & Steed, Long Melford, 


FLETCHER, ANN AMELIA, Hyde, Ches‘er Sept 2 Know es & Son, Hyde 

FOULKES, MaRY ANNE STILLING, Dollis pk, Finchley Aug 31 Foulkes, Station ri 
Finchley 

Gee, GkoRGE, Modbury, Devon Aug28 Crowther & Latimer, Modbury 

GooDE, FREDERICK, Birmingham, Beer Retailer Sept 8 Stoddard, Birmingham 

HAGUE, SARAH ANN, Ashton under Lyne Augil9 Pownall & Co, ashton under Lyne 

HALSTEAD, HaNDEL, Hebden Bridge, York Aug 25 toocock & Son, Halifax 

HERON, ARTHUR PENSON Sept18S Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

HODGKINSON, JOHN THOMAS, Nelson, Manufacturer Aug 31 Lupton, Manchester 

HONEYWILU, JULIA ANN, Burnt Ash Hill, Lee Auy 31 Holter & Woot, Chsapside 

HUNT, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Tottenhall rd, Palmers Green Aug 31 Carpeater & Sons, 
Laurence Pountoey In 

ISAACSON, MARIA THERESA, Leinster gdny Lancaster Gate fAug 31 Nicholl & Co, 
How ird st, Strand 

JOHNSON, JAMES, Pendleton, Silford, Cotton Manu acturer Sept 9 Farrar & Co, Man 
chester 

JONES, CLARA JANE, Studley rd, Clapham Nov1 East, Basinghall st 

KANTHACK, EMILIO, Mortlake rd, Kew Gardens Sept 8 Cvoper & Bake, Portman st, 
Portman sq 

LEWIS, ELIZABETH ANNE, Tutbury, Staffurd Aug19 Simpson & Meakin, Derby 

LILLICRAP, THOMAS, Plymouth, Grocer Aug 28 Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 


LovVEDER, JosErH, Fishponds, Bristol Sept 4 Tarr & Sons, Bristol 

McCUTCHAN, JAMES SHAW, Middleton rd, Camden rd Sept 30 Nicholson & Crouch 
Surrey st 

MARSHALL, WILLIAM, Braithwell, York, Farmer Oct 2 Marsh & Son, Rotherham 

MITCHELL, KATHERINE, Bradford, Stuff Merchant Sept1 Firth & Firth, Bradford 

NICHOLSON, SAMUBL. Holland Park Uct7 Woolley & Whitfleld, Great Winch: ster st 

PAGE, RoseTTA, Penton pl, Newington Butts Sept 9 Morris, King William st 

PILGRIM, ANNA MAgiA, Akeley Wood, Buckingham Sept 22 Harper, Rood In 

Prescort, MARTHA, Ashton in Makerfield, Lancaster Aug2l Bridge, Wigan 

RADFORD, VAUGHAN Hosps, Carntield Hall, Derby Sept 4 Christian, Alfreton 

RILEY, ELIZABETH ANN MARIA, Southsea, Hants Sept 39 Bilney, Temple Cambra 
Temple av 

ROBERTSON, ANDREW, Tynemouth Sept8$ Kidd, North Shields 

ROPER, CHARLES, Yardley, Worcester Sept 4 Wallace & Co, Birmingham 

ScHOoU, HANNAH, Ashton upon Mersey, Chester Sept 16 Sale & Co, Mancherter 

SCJRER, FREDERICK, Edenbridge, Sucrey Aug 31 Kaoapp-Fisher & Sons, Buckingham 
gt, Westmiuster 

SLADE, HARRIET, Bexley Heath, Kent Septl Baynes, Bexley Heath 

SMITH, HeNRyY, Derby, Smaliware Dealer Aug 19 Simpsoa & Meakin, Derby 

SPARKS, SAMUKL, Minster, in Saeppey, Kent Sept 2 Copland & Son, Sheerness 

SUGDEN, MARY EXL&#y, Bolton, Bradford Septl4 Trewavas, Bradford 

Talt, GrorGsR, Lilburn Grange, Northumberland, Farmer Sept 1 _ Smith, Berwick upon 
Tweed 

THOMPSON, RALPH, Newcastle on Tyne, Ol Merchant August 30 Thompson, Stanhope 
co Durham 

TRIGGSs, WILLIAM, Southville, Bristol, Warehouseman’s Clerk “August 18 Tarr & Suns, 
bristol 

WALKER, JOHN WorRSLEY, Great Grimsby Sept 15 Haddelsey, Great Grimsby 

WELLS, ELIZABETH ELLE 4, S.onewe!ll, Lancaster, Corn Mercnant Sept 6 Hall & Co 
Lancaster 

London Gazette.—1UERSDAY, Aug &. 


BAILEY, EMMA, Westo. supec Mare Sept 4 Ford, Weston super Mare 

BARKATT, CHARLOTTE, Warwick Sept 29 Campbell & Co, Warwick 

BaTas, JOHN, Kingston upon Hull Sept l Laverack & Co, Hall 

BOWEN, CHARLES, Devonsire rd, Hlloway August 3l James & Co, Coleman st 

CULLIFORD, JAMES HENRY Woob, Sunderland August 22 Hedley & Thompson 
Sunderland 

FARISH, KACHEL, Helsby, Chester Sept 12 Burton, Runcorn 

FIRMIN, ANN, Thorverton, Devon Augl8 J &38 P Pope, Exeter 

FRANCO, FELINE SANTIAGO, Ellison rd, Barnes Sept 2y Franco, Epsom 

GATLEY, ELIZABETH CARPENTER, Traro Sept 30 Jams, Lincoln's Inn flelds 

GovvAKD, JOHN GEORGE, Isleworth, Middlesex Sept 12 Ruston & Co, Brentford 

GRAHAM, THOMAS, Winchester st, Pimlico Sept3 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, West- 
minster 

HALEWOOD, MARGARET, Bidston, Chester Aug 3l Cornish & Forfar, Liverpool 

HALL, WILLIAM ERNEST, Startforth, Yorks, Corn Merchant Aug 31 ,Helmer, Harn ard 
Castle 

HARDMAN, CHARLES, Hulme, Chester Sept 9 Balshaws, Bolton 

HARRISSON, WILLIAM, Kirkdale, Liverpool, Horse Keeper Sepi 8 Watson & Atkinson 
Liverpool 

HATHWAY, FLORENCE ISABEL, Hallen, Gloucester Sept 30 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

HiLeyY, WILLIAM, Govilon, Monmoat: sept 29 Gabb & Walford, Abergavenny 

HOLMES, CLAPHAM, York, Washing Machiue Maker sept 6 Sugden & Vewhirst, Brad- 
ford 

JAGO-TRELAWNY, JOHN, Coldrenick, Cornwall Sept 8 Prance & Prance, Plymouth 

JOHNSON, CECIL GUKNEY, Saunderton, Bucks Sept 15 Hubbard, Bexhill on Sea 

KENNEDY, THOMAS, South Shields Aug 30 Scott, South Shields 

Lucovich, ANTUNIO TRIFFONEK, Whitchurch, Glam Sept 10 Vaughan & Roche, 
Cardiff 

MILNER, EvGAK CHARLES, East Molesey, Surrey, Stock Jobbler Sept 11 Field, Queen st 

MOORE, SARAH, Southport Sept 5 Cameron & Co, Gresham H use 

Mokrison, Dame ANNI Sopuia, Far Headingley, Leeds Sept 3 simpson & Co, Leeds 

POLWARTH, CAROLINE MILLETT, Horton, nr Epsom, Surrey Aug 26 Sturt, Uld Jewry 

REEVES, WALTER, Harborne, Birmingham Sept 4 Culmore & Monckton, Birmingham 

Kick, JAMES, Heavitree, Devon Aug st J & 58 P Pope, Exeter 

ROBINSON, WILLIAM, Boston Spa, Yorks, Florist Aug 24 Kay, York 

SNOW, GEORGE FRANCIS VicTor, Bare, Laucaster, Accountant Sept 8 Holden & Co 
Lancaster 


PAYLOR, MARTHA, Blackpool Sept 4 Rawsthoru & Co, Preston 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 1. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


HoLt, VINCENT EDWARD 


Pet July 27 Ord July 27 


BRADY, JAMES FREDERICK, Hallowell rd, Golders Green, 
Bui'der, Barnet Pet Julyz7 Ord July 27 July 29 Ord July 29 


CLAXTON, Dav, Birmingham, Coal Merchant Birming- | LANG, FRANCIS, Bearpark, Durham, Farmer Durham Pet 


ham Pet July 8 Ord July 29 July 29 Ord July 29 





HERON, IRENE CLARISSA LORIANNE, Overstrand mans,’ MOGARRY, MICHARL, Walworth rd High Court Pet May 
Battersea Perk Wandsworch Pet May 15 Ord July 29 

Willenhall, Stafford, Gro er MorGan, Epwin, Warmley, Glos, Butcher Bristol Pe 
Wolversampton Pet July28 Ord July 28 July 27 Ord July 28 

JACKSUN, ALBERT, Manchester, 
Pet June 17 Ord July 27 

BoWMAN, JOHN THOMaS, Leeds, Coach Builder Leeds JOHNSON, WALTER HARRY, Cosby, Leicester, Boot Riveter 

Leicester Pet July 27 Ord July 27 

Boyb, ALBERT WILLIAM, Jump, nr Besndiey, Decorator JONES, FREDERICK, Runcorn, Chester, boot Dealer War 
arnsley Pet July 28 Ord July rington Pet July 23 Ord July 28 

KENDALL, GEORGE, Sheffield, 


1” Ord July 27 


Boot Dealer Manchester Qwen, WILLIAM, Seaforth, Ramen, Contractor Liverpoo 
Pet June 28 Ord July 2 

, Pacey, HAkkRy, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks Middles- 

, brough Pet July 27 Ord July 27 

PERKINS, GEORGE, West Bromwic h, py West 
Bromwich Pet July t7 Ord July 2 

REYNOLDS, EDWARD JouN, Hyde, nr Chalford, Glos 
Dairyman Farmer Gloucester Pet July 28 Ord 
July 28 


Tinsnith Sheffeld Pet 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


MOoOORGATE SrRwmT, LONWPowm, 


n.cC. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— 


LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL 


Upwards of 650 pam BR 





Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction anc supervision of the Corporation. 


LICENSING MATTERS. 


X | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be seat 


ea applicatica. 





Ord ] Caosiy 


ver 8 Green, builder 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Selby, Jewellers York 


Tratford, Manchester, 


gl 
Sanan, Dernhall, Cheshire 








Ciaoae, W Maasnace, Great Russell «t, Bloomsbury 





Moatimenr, Cullum st, Shipbroker 


rage Tuaceray, Bradford, Motor Cab Proprietor 


Jous, Portland rd, South 


Marton, Warwick, Farmer 


Euston st, Euston aq, Baker 


Off Ree, The Parade, Northampton 


and Parimsce Dancer, Leeds 
Duncombe pl, York 
Binv, Jous, Rock Ferry, Chester, Estate Agent 
35, Victoria et, Liverpool 


Boro, Aterat Wiittam, Jump, or Barnsley, Painter 
), Regent st, Barnaley 

» Warsow, Gawthorpe, Ossett, Newsagent 
Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 


Coorea, Aatuve Hupsos, York, Sheep Dealer 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pi, York 
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at, Leeds 
Ganowen, Faancis, Liwyncelyn, ar Porth, Colliery Labourer 
Aug 14 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 
Grose, W Maasaartt, Walton on Thames 
Bankruptey bidiza, Carey st 
Gussx, Gomen Lirwettys, Keighley 


Aug 16 at 11 


Aug l2 at ll Off 


Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
Hace, Geonoe Sertimes, Leigh on Sea, Easex, Commercial 
Olt Aug 16atll Bankruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 
Heaan., Coartes Eowarp, Stabton, Lincs, Farmer Aug 
l2Zacill Off Kee, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Hotroap, Awruve Ateert, Gloucester, Fish Salesman 


Aug 12 at 3) Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 


Hutianp, Frasca, Ellastone, Stafford, Farmer Aug 14 
at 11.30 Of Ree, 5, Victoria bldgs, London rd, Derby 
Jac yw, HlAuny, Leeds, General Merchant Aug 16 at 3 


Room 53. Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 


James, Grievtirn Anxoip, Morriston, Swansea, Builder 
Aug i2at1ll Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary’s st, 
Swansea 

Joves, Kaxesr Bisruan, Pontypridd, Commercial Traveller 


Aug 15 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, 8t, 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Jones, Faepericx, Kancorn, Cheshire, Boot Dealer Aug 
12 at ll Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Corge.tevitz, Lower Marsh 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Hairdresser Aug 15 at l 


Josern Marcus 
Waterloo Aug iéat 1zZ 
Farverick, Oxford at 
bldga Carey st 

B-arpark, Durham, Farmer 


Joseruson, 


Koskt, 
Bankruptcy 

FRancis, Aug 15 at 10 

LAsex, Atrerp, Serutton st, Tapestry Warehouseman 

Aug l4atl Bankruptcy b’dgs. Carey st 

veas, Donato, Whitehall gdns, Acton Hill, General 


Agent Aug li7atilz 14, Bedford row 
Moucexts, Heanert, Maltby, or Rotherham, Builder 
Aug liat 4 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 


Monroas, Eowis, Warmles, Gios, Butcher Aug 16 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Mussexpey, Marrarw Mortimer, Callum st, Shipbroker 


Aug t4 at lt Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 


Praven, Jous, Portland rd, South Norwood, Greengrocer 
Aug 1446 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Revrouwa, Ka sep Jons, Hyde, ar Chaiford, Glos, Dairy 
man Farmer Aug 12 at l2 Off Rec, Station 1d, 
(rloucester 

Savirie, Jouw Witcsiam, Leigh, Lanes, Chemist Aug M4 
at 3 Of Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Sve... Journ, Hope Cove, nr Kingsbridge, Devon, Merchant 


Aug 14 at 3.90 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 


Wate Turopors Acroxs Bercugn, Fiskerton, RSO 
Nottingham Aug iéatil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Work, Eaxeet James, Bridgwater, Confectioner Aug 16 
at 11.50 Off Kec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Witks, Cuartes, Marton, Warwick, Farmer Aug 15 at 11 
vi Rec, 58, High st, Coventry 


Wooprieto, ALexaxper Eowaap, Baker st, Enfield, Baker 
Aug 16 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Youre, Jacon, Euston st, Euston sq, Baker 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS 


Dean, nr Cockermouth, 
Aug 1 Ord Augl 
Crawley, Sussex 


AawortT, Ant Farmer 
Cockermouth Pet 
Avetin. CLatan Syiver, 
| July 19 Ord Aug 2 
Bapuam Bipney Ceonar, 
Northampton Pet July 31 
Bens, Euiza, and Pariexce 
York PetAugl Ord Aug! 
Bo “ Sanau, Winsford, Cheshire, 
Pet Aug Ord Aug 2 
Baamua, Joun Acoeer, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Jeweller's 
Factor Birmingham Pet Aug l (rd Aug 2 
Ciarnam, Craup Warson, Gawthorpe, Ossett, Newsagent 


HON Y 


Brighton Pet 


Wellingborough, Fruiterer 
Ord July 31 
Dance, Selby, Jewellers 


Nurse Nantwich 


Dewsbury Pet July 31 Ord July%t 

Coorak, Aagtaur Hupsos, York, Sheep Dealer York 
Pet July 20 Ord July 29 

Caospy, Farp, Leeds Leeds Pet Augl Ord Aug i 


Cuatixe, Euta Mastox, Herne Bay, Kent, Dairy Proprietor 
Canterbury Pet Aug 1 Ord Augl 

Fars, Ateert Evwaarp, Frinton on Sea, Essex, 
Colchester Pet July 17 Ord Aug 2 

Garpwen, Faaycts, Liwyncelyn, ar P orth, Colliery Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

Gee, Erxxest Hewary, Bury St Edmunds, Tailor 
Edmunds Pet Augi Ord Augl 

Garris, James Geratp, Manchester, Tailor 
Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug? 

Guy, Gomer | Lirewettyy, Keighley 
31 Ord July 31 

Hatt, Georor Ssrriuvs, Leigh on Sea, Essex, Commercial 
High Court Vet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Hartiry, Aveeat, Sheffield, Licenced Victualler 
Pet July 14 Ord July 31 

Hazuny, Jous Henay, Yeadon, Yorks, Waste 
facturer Leeds Pet June 17 Ord July 31 

Hissert, Hexay Georoe, South sq, Gray’s Inn, Company 
Director High Court Pet April 21 Ord July 

Jeswsinos, WittiaM Arras, Swansea, Clothier Swansea 
Pet July 12 Ord Aug! 

| Jaconson, Hargy, Leeds, General Merchant’ ,Leeds 

| July 14 Ord Ang 2 

Koski, Farpearic«, Oxford st, Hairdresser 

Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 

Layomper, Writiam Joay, Snodland, Kent, Journeyman 
Oycle Kepairer Maidstone Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug? 


Builder 


Bury 8t 
Manchester 


Bradford Pet July 


Shettield 


Manu 


Pet 


High Court 


Mvyens, Letuse Tuackeray, Bradford, Motor Car Pro- 
prietor Bradford Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 
Ovramay, Secex, Bethnal Green rd High Court Pet June 


27 Ord Aug 2 

Osp ay, Hexay, Charing Cross rd, Turf Commission Agent 
High Court Pet Feb 10 Ord Aug 2 

Piet, Jeaw Faaxcors Hewat, Liverpool, Indiarubber 
Merchant Liverpool Pet May 31 Ord July 31 


Sawyers, Wituank Ropert, Littlebourne, Kent, Grocer 
Canterbury Pet July 31 


Ord July 31 


Farp, Leeds, Fish Frier Aug 14 at 11 24, Bond | 


Aug 16 at 12 | 





Ecuourriretp, Litia Brascue Frayces Isaber, Bryanston 
mans, Bryanston sq High Court Pet May 29 Ord 
Aug | 


Wappams, Eayxest Aagtate, Handsworth, Fiuiterer 
Birmingham Pet July 28 Ord July 31 
Witks, Cuances, Marton, Warwick, Farmer Coventry 


Pet July 31 Ord Julv 31 

Witsnaw, Henry James, Stoke on Trent, Architect 
upon Trent Pet May 24 Ord Aug? 

Witsoxs, Evex, Scarborough, Spinster Scarborough 
June 10 Ord July 31 


Btoke 
Pet 


Amended Notice sabstituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 4: 


Haneescurrz, Reveen Atrarp, Jamaica st, Whitechapel 
Company Secretary High Couct Pet May 3) Urd 
June 29 


Amended Notice substitated for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 28: 


Bracu, Acneat Watter, Bradnop, or Leek, Staff«, General 
Labourer, Macclesfield Pet July 24 Ord July 24 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 8 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BAILEY, LEONARD, Willey, Warwick Leicester Pet Ang 


rd Ang 3 
CROOK, SIDNEY JAMES, Middlezoy, Somerset, Haycutter 
Bridgwater Pet Aug 3 Ord Aug 3 
HENNINGS, EDWIN HENRY, Studley, Warwickshire, Farmer 
Warwick Pet June2l Ord Augé 
HORTON, JoSEPH, Stallingborough, Lincoln 
Pet Auc 1 Ord Aug 3 
Hvcues, ROBERT CLEMENT, Hastings, Manufacturer of 
Artificial Teeth Hastings Pet Augé@ Ord Auz 4 
RICHARDSON, HENRY, Hast ngs, Sussex, Grocer Hastings 
Pet July 1% Ord Aug 3 
SPARROW, HERBERT JOHN, Ramsbo*tom, Lancs, Hay Mer- 


Great Griimeby 


chant Bolton Pet July 20 Ord Aug? 

S:RANGE, A Percy, Fareham, Hants Portsmouth Pet 
June 30 Ord Aug2 

furNeR, Ropert Poat, Frome, Somerset, Oatfitter 
Frome Pet Aung3 Ord Aug3 

WoRNELL, JOHN (Jun), Swansea, Architect Swansea Pet 
Aug4 Ord Augé 

Woob, A’'DEANE GENT, Bristol, Solicitor Bristol Pet 
June 29 Ord Aug 3 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

BAILEY, LEONARD, Willey, Warwick Aug 16 at off 
Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Bostock, SARAH, Darnhall, Cheshire Aug 16 at 12.15 
off Rec, Newcastle, Statfordshire 

DRAMMA, JOHN ALBERT, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 


Jeweller’s Fact r Aug 17 at 11.30 Ruekin 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

CURLING, ELLA MARION, Herne Bay, Dairy Proprictress 
Aug 16 at 11 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

GEE, ERNEST HENRY, Bary St Edmunds, Tailor Auyz 17 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

GRirFtIn, JAMES GERALD, Harpurhey, Manchester, Tailor 
Aug lé6at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

HARTLEY, ALBERT, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler 


chmbra, 


Aug 16 


at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

KINDALL, GroreR, Sheffield, Tinsmith Augié atl2 Off 
Kec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Kine, TRUSTHAM, Hertford Heath, Herts, Hawker Aug 
Isatiz 14, Bedford row 

KIRKBRIDE, JONATHAN GEORGE, and JosePH LoFTvUs, 


Carlisle, Hatters Aug 16 atl1l 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 
LANGRIDGE, WILLIAM JoHn, Snodland, Kent, Journeyman 
Cycle Repa'rer Aug 16 at 11 9, King st, Maidstone 
Myers, Luter THACKRAY, Bradford, Motor Cab Pro 
prietor Augléatll Off Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
SAWYERS, WILLIAM Ropert, Littlebourne, Kent, Grocer 
Aug 16 at 10.30 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
WILLIAMS, JANE, Lilanddeiniolen, Carnarvon Ang 18 at 3 
Prince of Wales Hotel, Carnarvon 











NORWAY 
SWEDEN, DENMARK 
& HOLLAND. 


sy SS.“ OTRANTO” 12,124 tons, 
of the 
ORIENT LINE. 
From GRIMSBY, 26th August 


17 Days for 15 guineas and upwards. 


LUXURIOUS LOUNGES, SINGLE BERTH CABINS 
REDSTEAD STATE ROOMS, CABINS DE LUXE 
WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY 
Write for Free Illustrated Booklet to ORIENT 


STEAM NAVIGATION COMPANY, 5, Fenchurch 
Avenue, London, E.C., & 28, Cockspur Street, 5. W. 
Managers—F. GREEN &CO., 
ANDERSON, ANDERSON & CO 
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